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Bishopric, it is then added, is supplied by the Prussian King; 
and he is to be entitled, with the English Crown, to a right 
of alternate nomination to the See. 

To the article in which these statements are contained, and 
which itself appears to proceed from authority, are added two 
formal proclamations, signed by a Minister of the Prussian 
Crown, in which the Bishopric is plainly alluded to as an 
important instrument in the " development of the German 
" Evangelical Church ;" and the concurrence of the British 
Crown is alleged in this scheme for securing in all future 
times " to the Evangelical Church of the German nation, as 
" the mother of all Evangelical Confessions^ in the land of 
" the origin of Christianity, rights commensurate to its dig- 
** nity and greatness, beside the Latin and Greek Churches." 

The maintenance of the German Protestant Confession of 
Faith and Liturgy is also declared. 

To this, which is the foreign view of the transaction, may 
be added the following advertisement, which has appeared 
(seemingly by authority) in the English papers. 

" BISHOPRIC OF THE 

UNITED CHURCH OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 

IN JERUSALEM. 

** His Majesty the King of Prussia having sent a special Envoy to seek the 
co-operation of her Majesty's Government in endeavouring to obtain for 
Protestant Christians in the Turkish dominions privileges similar to those 
enjoyed by the Greek, Latin, and Armenian Churches, and by the Jews ; 
and having also applied to his Grace the Primate of all England, whose atten- 
tion had been for some time directed to that object, to consecrate a Bishop, 
who might reside in the City of Jerusalem, as the representative of the 
Reformed Church, and protector of its interests; it has been determined, after 
mature deliberation, and with her Majesty's consent, to consecrate a Bishop 
of the United Church of England and Ireland in Jerusalem. The duty of 
the Bishop will be to superintend the English clergy and congregations in 
Syria, Chaldea, Egypt, and Abyssinia, and such other Protestant bodies as 
may hereafter place themselves under his episcopal care^ and he admitted into 
communion with his Church; to direct the efforts now making in those coun- 
tries for the conversion of the Jews ; and to enter into relations of amity 
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with the hishops of the ancient Churches of the East.* Towards the 
endowment of the bishopric his Majesty the King of Prussia has already 
devoted the sum of £15,000, yielding a clear interest of £600 per annum, 
as one-half of the income of the Bishop. The funds required in addition 
are to be raised in this country by voluntary contributions," &c. 

To these statements, others of a similar character, though 
of less authority, might be added ; but these are enough, 
and more than enough, to furnish a topic for this letter. 

Your knowledge of ecclesiastical history has taught you 
the difference between the English and Foreign Reformations ; 
your sense of Catholic truth, forms the ground of your attach- 
ment to the Church of England ; you have never heard 
before of the intimate relations between us and Prussian 
Protestantism ; you are ignorant of the existence of any 
** Reformed Church" which an English Bishop can represent, 
except the Church of England : and therefore you may well 
be perplexed and grieved by such announcements as these. 

In these feelings, let die assure you, many others so ear- 
nestly participate, that, notwithstanding the great and varied 
excitement which I have of late years witnessed in our Church, 
I apprehend, from the character which has been given to this 
design, consequences far more serious to our internal unity 
and strength than any which have yet occurred. I speak of 
" the character which has been given to this design,'' not of 
the design itself, nor of any substantive measure likely to 
arise out of it ; — not of the design itself, because as yet the 
number of our Bishops — notwithstanding what has been said 
above of the heads of our Church — of our Clergy, and our 
Laity, who are acquainted with the specific Articles upon 
which the scheme is based, is, I believe, extremely small ; 

* The relations of an English Bishop to the Eastern Churches in matters 
of doctrine, do not form any part of the subject of this Letter. I may 
observe, however, that the antiquity of these Bodies is not in question, but 
their orthodoxy and Catholicity. Bodies holding any doctrine condenmed 
by the first four General Councils are, in our law, heretical; and, an Enghsh 
Bishop will, of course, take care that he does not involve himself in their 
guilt. [It is to be wished that the letter commendatory which is given in 
the Appendix III. had been more explicit in the description of the bodies to 
which it is addressed.] 
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and therefore^ startling as it may appear, the Church of 
England, which is to support so strange a character in the 
proposed drama, knows the part which she is to play only 
from the hand-bills which announce it to the public. Nor 
do I speak of substantive measures as likely to cause dis- 
union amongst us, because I hope to point out reasons why 
measures of such a tendency cannot be adopted. 

But here you will probably be disposed to cut me short, by 
asking, whether I deny the facts that the Bishopric at Jeru- 
salem rests upon the provisions of an act of the British Par- 
liament,— that the Crown of Prussia has been a principal 
agent in procuring its establishment, has given liberally to- 
wards its endowment, and hereafter is to have an alternate 
right of nomination to it. Of these facts, indeed, I question 
none. What, then, you will say, remains undone, and how 
can I think it worth while disputing any longer upon a ques- 
tion, the main outlines of which are so clearly laid down? If 
I object, I may protest; and if I think our Church has for- 
feited her catholicity by this act, I am bound as a catholic 
to leave her; — but to sit down, in order by reservations and 
distinctions, to quibble a way out of the difficulty into which 
we have fallen, is, you may think, an idle and unworthy ex- 
pedient. 

To this view my reply is contained in the following pages ; 
in which I propose to show you, not what the Jerusalem 
Bishopric is designed and wished to be by its promoters, nor 
what is the tenor of its secret articles, (for these are matters 
for those to show whose measure it is), but what by the con- 
stitutional laws of this Church and Realm it cannot be, and 
thus to enable you to test by something more solid than the 
diplomatic theories of foreigners, or the private inclinations 
of individuals amongst ourselves, the true character of the 
measure. 

For this purpose you must bear with me while I rehearse 
the history of some transactions which may be considered 
introductory to the Act of Parliament, under the permis- 
sive provisions of which the new Bishop has been conse- 
crated. You must also submit with patience to other details ; 
and lastly, I must beg you throughout to remember, that, 
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when Bishop Alexander is mentioned, I refer to him, not as 
an individual, for in this capacity I know nothing of him, 
but as the Bishop whose case as Bishop is under considera- 
tion. 

The Church of England, as you know, claims the succes- 
sion of its orders by regular descent from the Apostles, and 
so altogether upon a spiritual authority antecedent to, and 
unaffected by, the events of the Reformation. And whatever 
may be objected to us on the score of ecclesiastical jurisdic- 
tion, Henry the Eighth himself allowed, '' As to spiritual 
things, meaning by them the Sacraments, being by God or- 
dained as instruments of efficacy and strength, whereby grace 
is of His infinite goodness conferred upon His people ; for- 
asmuch as they be no worldly nor temporal things, they have 
no worldly nor temporal head, but only Christ that did insti- 
tute them, by whose ordinance they be ministered here by 
mortal men, elect, chosen, and ordered as God hath willed for 
that purpose, who be the Clergy." * 

But 1 need not remind you that the transmission of holy 
orders, in itself of divine institution, has from the earliest 
times of the Church been subjected to conditions of Christian 
prudence and ecclesiastical discipline. The faith of the candi- 
dates, their morals, their age and outward quality, their loy- 
alty, the consent of their ecclesiastical superiors, and other 
particulars, have been made in all churches, at various times, 
the subjects of canons and civil constitutions. 

In the Church of England this has been the case as well as 
elsewhere, and without troubling you, at this point, with 
details which will come in more properly hereafter, it is 
enough to state that, for many years before the year 1784, no 
man could be admitted to Holy Orders in the Church of 
England without taking an oath of allegiance to the English 
Crown. In the last named year, however, circumstances 
occurred to cause an alteration in this rule. The United 
States of America had become separated from the mother 
country : and since, by an odious policy, they had been left 



♦ Letter of Henry Vlll. touching his title. See Wilkins' Concilia, 
iii. 764. 
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destitute of Bishops while British Colonies^ it became neces- 
sary to resort to England for a continuation of their orders. 

The condition of the oath of allegiance^ however, was one 
to which it was impossible that foreign citizens should submit. 
And so an Act* was passed which recited that there were 
** divers persons, subjects or citizens of countries out of his 
** Majesty's dominions, inhabiting and residing within the said 
" countries, who professed the public worship of Almighty 
*' God according to the Liturgy of the Church of England, 
** and were desirous that the Word of God should continue 
** to be adminstered unto them according to the said Liturgy, 
'* by subjects or citizens of the said countries, ordained ac- 
** cording to the form of ordination in the Church of 
*' England," and then proceeded to enact that the Bishop of 
London for the time being, or some other Bishop by him 
appointed, might ordain foreigners to be deacons and priests 
for the purposes aforesaid, without requiring them to take 
the oath of allegiance. 

The Americans being however desirous to possess, not the 
priesthood only, but also the episcopate, and preferring, as it 
appears, the Anglican to the Scotch branch (then sadly op- 
pressed), although they had already obtained one Bishop of 
Scottish consecration, procured the further legal impediments 
which bore upon this point to be removed, by an Act + 
passed in the year 1786, which recited, that " by the laws of 
*^ this realm no person could be consecrated to the office of 
'^ a Bishop without the king's licence for his election to that 
** office, and the royal mandate under the great seal for his 
" confirmation and consecration ; and that every person who 
'^ should be consecrated to the said office was required to 
*^ take the oaths of allegiance and supremacy, and also the 
" oath of due obedience to the Archbishop ; and that there 
*^ were divers persons, subjects or citizens of countries out of 

♦ 24 Geo. 3, c. 35. 

f 26 Geo. 3, c. 84. [It may well be questioned whether some parts of 
the preamble of tbis statute were not introduced for tbe purpose of riveting 
upon tbe Church fetters wbicb the law bad never before so absolutely im- 
posed. To examine tbis fully, bowever, would require a more lengthened 
discussion than can here be entered into.J 
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*' his Majesty's domiaionsy and inhabiting and residing within 
'* the said countries, who professed the public worship of 
** Almighty God according to the principles of the Church of 
'^ England, and who in order to provide a regular succession 
** of ministers for the service of their Church, were desirous 
" of having certain of the subjects or citizens of those coun- 
" tries consecrated Bishops, according to the form of conse- 
** cration in the Church of England ;" and then enacted, that 
" the Archbishop of Canterbury or the Archbishop of York 
" for the time being might, together with such other Bishops 
*' as they should call to their assistance, consecrate persons, 
" being subjects or citizens of countries out of his Majesty's 
'^ dominions. Bishops^ for the purposes aforesaid, without 
"the king's licence for their election,, or the royal mandate 
" under the great seal for their confirmation and consecration, 
" and without requiring them to take the oaths of allegiance 
" and supremacy, and the oath of due obedience to the Arch- 
" bishop for the time being." By s. 2, however, the king's 
licence under the sign manual was still required. Other 
conditions were also imposed both in this and the previous 
Act, which are not immediately to my purpose. 

With respect to these Acts it is necessary that you should 
observe, that the. communities for whose benefit they were 
designed, used, vrith some modifications, the Anglican Li- 
turgy; that they h?id been, derived from our Church, and 
before the Revolution, formed part of it; and that these 
statutes dispensed no further with the existing conditions of 
ordination and consecration than was absolutely necessary for 
the independence of the American Churches. This inde- 
pendence, indeed, is a point particularly to be attended to ; 
for the Bishops thus consecrated, being freed from the oath 
of obedience to the Archbishop, and presiding over churches 
composed entirely of the citizens of a foreign country, could 
in no legal sense be considered dependencies of the English 
Church. Being satisfied with the orthodoxy both of the 
individuals and the communities at the time, our Church 
could neither claim control over them afterwards, nor be 
justly made responsible for any errors or heresies into which 
they might fall. The churches in America had become 
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American churches, and, though one with us in doctrine and 
succession from the Apostles, their outward ecclesiastical 
unity with us was so £ar from being designed, that even the 
reception of their Clergy by our Church was, upon political 
grounds, absolutely prohibited* This exclusion indeed I am 
far from defending ; on the contrary, it was grievous tyranny 
in the civil power, and a sad breach of the principles of 
Catholic unity. Nor does the late partial restitution of what 
maybe called the Christian rights of the American Clergy 
by any mieans afford a sufficient redress. But the original 
exclusion of their orders proves strongly the separate position 
of their Churches^ and with this their restoration to clerical 
communion by no means interferes, in any sense of dependence 
upon us, or of mutual responsibility between the Churches 
for acts done by the one without the concurrence. of the other. 

This then was, until lately, the case of the English Church 
in respect of the transmission of her orders to countries out 
of the dominions of the Crown. They might be conferred 
upon subjects or citizens of for sign countries^ in which 
there were suljects or citizens of those countries inhabiting or 
residing within the «ame, who professed tlie worship of Al- 
mighty God either according to the Liturgy, or according to 
the principles of the Church of England, and were desirous of 
procuring the succession of our orders amongst them ; and 
they might be so conferred without any conditions which 
might interfere with the external independence, either civil or 
ecclesiastical, of the communions to which they were imparted. 

Such being the state of the law, it was held illegal under 
the latter of the two acts above-mentioned to consecrate any 
man to be a bishop in a foi^ign country who was not a subject 
or citizen of that country, and accordingly a bill was brought 
into the House of Lwds by the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
who, in moving the third reading, is reported to have said : — * 

" The Bill has been brought forward with a view to the 
" better regulation of the Congregations of English Persons 
" settled in foreign countries, especially on the shores of the 
" Mediterranean and in the Turkish Empire ; and the Bill is 
** so far a safe one, that under its provisions nothing can be 

* Mirror of Parliament, Sept 7, 1841. 
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" done without the previous consent of her Majesty. Before 
" I brought in the Bill, I consulted the Secretary of State for 
" Foreign Affairs and several other persons well acquainted 
" with the subject, all of whom were of opinion that the Provi- 
** sions of the Bill would be attended with the best results." 

This bill, having passed through the Lords, was near a third 
reading in the Commons, when it was objected, that the 
wording of it did not allow of consecrations where there were 
no native communions of the kind above described, over whom 
the Bishop was to be placed ,* and it was also thought hard 
that the total exclusion of orders (which had lately been 
modified in the case of the American Churches), should be 
applied in its full extent to orders derived under this bill ; 
alterations were consequently introduced, and the bill finally 
became an act in the form in which it is printed in the Ap- 
pendix (No. II.). 

A reference to the act will show that, after reciting 26 Geo. 
3, c. 84, and that it was expedient to enlarge the powers given 
by the said act, it was provided, that " British subjects, or 
the subjects or citizens of any foreign kingdom or state," 
might be consecrated " to be bishops in any foreign country, 
whether such foreign subjects or citizens be or be not subjects 
or citizens of the country in which they are to act," without 
the Queen's licence, &c. ; " and without requiring such of them 
as may he subjects or citizens of any foreign kingdom or state to 
take the oaths of allegiance or supremacy, and the oath of 
due obedience to the Archbishop for the time being." 

This act then, besides enlarging the powers of consecration 
as to the heal relations of the parties consecrated, and of the 
communions over whom they are to be placed, introduces an 
alternative depending upon whether the candidate immediately 
in question be or be not an English subject. If he be, he 
must take the same oaths as English Bishops do upon their 
consecration; if he be not, he may be released from this obli- 
gation. Two classes of Bishops therefore may be consecrated 
under the act ; one, like the American bishops, wholly inde- 
pendent of and irresponsible to the British Crown and Church ; 
another, subject to the Crown, and, by suffragancy to an 
English Archbishop, dependent upon the Church. 
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To the latter class Bishop Alexander belongs ; and I now 
proceed to consider the consequences to which this leads. 

Bishop Alexander, as I have said, has been consecrated as 
one of the second class of Bishops allowed under the act ; a 
British subject, successively deacon and priest in our Church, 
he has become Bishop strictly in accordance with that form 
of consecration which entitles a man to be '^ accounted and 
*' taken to be a lawful Bishop in the Church of England/' 
He differs from English, Irish, and Colonial Bishops, as a class, 
by his being appointed to act out of the territorial limits of 
the Crown, by the want of certain civil privileges which they 
in various degrees enjoy, and by an immaterial distinction in 
the form in which the royal assent to his consecration was 
declared. In other respects, he is in the same condition as any 
other suffragan of the Archbishop of Canterbury, represents 
the same Church, and is subject to the same obligations both 
in conscience and in law ; and, accordingly, he was at his con- 
secration ordained to be " Bishop of the United Church of 
England and Ireland at Jerusalem." 

At this point, then, we are enabled to test one part of the 
character assigned to Bishop Alexander, by that statement 
which implies that he is a " Representative of the Reformed 
Church." 

I am far indeed from denying that the annals of our Church 
will show Bishops of her communion, who, in popular lan- 
guage, have represented every shade of Protestantism, and 
many other errors which the weak state of her discipline has 
compelled her to tolerate ; but this " representation" has been 
that of their private sympathies and opinions, not of their 
recognized office and position in the Church ; and, in this 
sense. Bishop Alexander may, if he should wish it, be said to 
represent any or all of the opinions which may be gathered 
from the phrase, " the Reformed Church ;"* but any man, who 



* [As denoting unity between the Church of England and the Lutherans, 
this expression is apparently new. Mosheim uses it to describe a body consist* 
ing of the Anglican Church and innumerable Protestant denominations not 
Lutheran ; and such I believe has been the sense commonly attached to it 
abroad, however little we in England can recognize it. Of this ** Reformed 
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asserts, directly or impliedly, that a bishop of the United Church 
of England and Ireland (such as Bishop Alexander was at the 
time of leaving these shores) represents canonically and pub- 
licly any religious body not in strict communion- with that 
Church, makes a statement so entirely unfounded, and to many 
minds so alarming, that it requires muchcharity to admit any 
excuses which will even palliate it. 

What then are the bodies with which the Church of England 
is in communion? With all Protestants? Certainly not: 
for that would include every error which is to be found out of 
Rome, and many others more fetal than the worst which 
Rome tolerates. With those who are orthodox in the doctrine 
of the Trinity? Surely not: for this would 'include most 
Dissenting bodies in England. With tlM>se who hold formu- 
laries which in "fundamentals" agree with the Thirty-nine 
Articles ? If so, the Protestant Dissenters, whose minister^, 
under the Toleration Act 1 W. & M. c. 18, were required to 
subscribe all those Articles except the 34th, 36th, 36tb, and 
part of the 20th, must in all fairness be admitted. With 
bodies, which, being Protestant, and holding fundamentals, 
are established as National Churches ? If so, we are in com- 
munion with the Scotch Presbyterian Church, which cer- 
tainly is a fact not known by most English Churchmen. But 
finally, to come to the point, are the German Lutherans, as a 
body, in communion with us ? To which I answer, Jirst, that 
unless for some of the reasons already stated, and already 
repudiated, they cannot he;'Seco7uUy, that as a matter of fact 
they are not, and, except through the irregular conduct of 
individuals, never have been ; and thirdly, that by law they are 

Church" Mosheim gave in the eighteenth century the following edifying 
description : — 

" The Reformed Church still carries the same external aspect under which 
it has heen already descrihed ; for, though there he every where extant cer- 
tain hooks, creeds, and confessions, hy which the wisdom and vigilance of 
ancient times thought proper to perpetuate the truths of religion, and to pre- 
serve them from the contagion of heresy, yet, in most places, no person is 
obliged to adhere strictly to the doctrines they contain ; and those who profess 
the main and fundamental truths of the Christian religion, and take care to 
avoid too great an intimacy with the tenets of Socinianism and Popery, are 
deemed worthy members of the Reformed Church." — Century 18, s. 21.] 
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in the same case as other Protestant Dissenters, a congregation 
of Lutherans having been adjudged to be Dissenters in the 
sense of the Toleration Act by Lord Ken yon, in 1792.* 

But, you will say, the Church of England is often called 
Protestant ;f true, in acts of parliament, and the language of 
individuals, but never, that I have seen, by the Church herself 
in any formulary. 

But admitting the generic term Protestant as applicable in 
some sense to our Church, surely this no more identifies her 
with all Protestantism, than her title of Catholic does with 
all forms of Catholicism. The Sovereign at Coronation 
swears to maintain the " Protestant Reformed Religion," but 
then are inserted the words " established by law ;" and in a 
second clause, " the United Church of England and Ireland '^ 
is added. Thus likewise, the Crown must descend in the 
** Protestant line;" but then, " whosoever shall come to the 
possession of this Crown, shall join in communion with .the 
Church of England, as by law establi8hed."J 

Our Church therefore is, at all events, by the Coronation 
oath, treated as a distinct kind of Protestantism — a Reformed 
Church of England and Ireland Protestantism; and Pro- 

* See Peake's Cases, p. 132, Rex v. Hube ; S. C. 5 T. R. 542. I am well 
aware that Foreign Protestants were tolerated and protected, nay, had civil 
privileges in England, at a much earlier period than any hodies of English 
Dissenters ; and, theologically speaking, I do not say that they ought to he 
identified with the latter class. But toleration and communion are very 
different things, and this is what my case tarns on. As to what is implied 
by the << Grerman Evangelical Church," as distinguished from Lutheranism, 
I do not pretend clearly to know. In some respects the two appear to he 
incompatible, as bodied of Lutherans seem to have been driven out of the 
Prussian States for nonconformity to the present religious system. The 
document above cited also shows ain important distinction, which is worth 
obselrving. The original Lutheran scheme was professedly a temporary one ; 
the Evangelical Church is now treated as a permanently constituted body, 
the development of which is aimed at How far this or other features 
relating to its origin or constitution may entitle the Evangelical Church to 
more favour, or to less, in the eyes of theologians, others may discuss, — in 
law, its case remains the same as that of the Lutherans. 

f [Considering the loss which has been sustained by the Church of Eng- 
land in Canada from the use of the word " Protestant" in the act 31 G. 3. c. 31, 
one would hope that Church legislators may be less fond of it in future.] 

X See Gibson's Codex, 607, 610, &c. 
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testaDtism which qualifies for the succession to the English 
Crown (such as Lutheranism) does not imply communion 
with the English Church, for this is to be obtained by a sepa- 
rate act ; and this act, let me add, must be according to the 
laws of the Church of England, of which more hereafter. 

Lastly, to close this question of '* representation ;" you 
must not suppose that because the King of Prussia gives 
endowments to the bishopric and is to have an alternate right 
of nomination to it, that this makes the Bishop, in any sense, 
the representative of the King of Prussia's religion. The 
history of Prussia will show its sovereigns both as endowers 
and patrons of Roman Cathohc Bishoprics,* but I suppose 
no one will charge the prelates of such sees witli representing 
the religion of the Crown. Nor, though Roman Catholics 
are precluded from exercising Church patronage in England, 
am I aware that there is any law which prevents Protestant 
Dissenters either from creating or exercising it in our com- 
munion. Lastly, the same may be proved by analogy from 
Scotland, in which country considerable patronage in the 
Establishment is possessed, and most conscientiously admi- 
nistered, by persons in communion with the Church of Eng- 
land and her sister branch in Scotland. 

I think therefore that I may safely conclude this part of 
the discussion where I began it, by asserting that, in all 
canonical and public respects, Bishop Alexander up to this 
moment represents, exclusively, the Church of England and 
Ireland, and (in a certain sense perhaps) the Churches in 
communion with it — amongst which the Prussian Protestants 
are not. 

If Bishop Alexander then at his consecration made no 
alliance with Prussian Protestantism, the next question which 
occurs is that of his subsequent connection with it. In this 
important particular, the following laws of the Church will, 
if I mistake not, supply premises to a pretty plain conclu- 
sion : — 

1. In public baptism (which is the form ordinarily required 
by the Church) every child must have three sponsors, 

* Parliamentary Report on Roman Catholics abroad, 1816, p. 456. Bulla 
Circumscriptionis Diocesium Regni Borrussici. 1821. 
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(Baptismal Rubric)^ and these sponsors must previously 
have received the holy communion, (Canon 29), to which 
they cannot be admitted until such time as they be con- 
firmed, or be ready and desirous to be confirmed, (Con- 
firmation Rubric, &c.) ; nor even then, if they refuse to 
be present at public prayers according to the orders of 
the Church of England, (Canon 27). 

2. The children thus baptized are to be instructed in the 
Creed, the Lord's Prayer, the Ten Commandments, and 
the Church Catechism^ and are then to be brought to the 
Bishop to be confirmed; (Rubrics for Baptism and Cate- 
chism) ; after which, and upon conformity to the liturgy, 
they may (as above stated) be admitted to the holy com- 
munion. 

3. In admission to holy orders, the candidates must be in 
full communion with the Church, and free fr6m lawful 
impediments ,- and if they have not had an English uni- 
versity education, they must be able to yield an account 
of their faith in Latin, according to the 39 Articles, and 
to confirm the same out of the Holy Scriptures, (Canon 
34) ; and this the Bishop must ascertain by examination. 
They are then (by Canon 36) required to subscribe " ex 
animo" the three articles thereby enjoined. Of which the 
first relates to the Queen's supremacy ; and the third is 
a direct allowance of the 39 Articles " as agreeable to 
the word of God." The second I give at length : 

*' n. That the book of Common Prayer, and of order- 
" ing of Bishops, Priests, and Deacons, containeth in it 
" nothing contrary to the Word of God, and that it may 
" lawfully so be used ; and that he himself will use the 
" form in the said book prescribed in public prayer, and 
" administration of the Sacraments, and none other." 

And if any Bishop ordains or even licenses any to 
preach, except he have first subscribed in the manner 
and form appointed, " he shall be suspended from giving 
•* of orders and licences to preach, for the space of twelve 
'' months." 

After these preliminaries ordination must proceed 
strictly in accordance with the form appointed for that 
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purpose^ in the course of which» the ^^ oath of the Queen's 
sovereignty" must be administered ahke to candidates 
for the diaconate and for the priesthood. The former 
must also declare, that they think themselves ^^ truly 
called, according to the will of our Lord Jesus Christ, 
" and the due order of this realm, to the ministry of the 
" Church." And must promise, amongst other things, 
** gladly and willingly to read Holy Scriptures and 
*' Homilies in the Church, and to instruct the youth in 
^' the Catechism." The latter must also declare a similar 
conviction, that they are " truly called, according to the 
** will of our Lord Jesus Christ, and the order of this 
" United Church of England and Ireland, to the order 
'' and ministry of priesthood ;" and must promise by the 
help of the Lord to '^ give their faithful diligence always 
^^ so to minister the doctrine and sacraments, and the 
^' discipUne of Christ, as the Lord hath commanded, and 
^^ as this Church and Realm hath received the same, 
" according to the commandments of God ; so that they 
" may teach the people committed to their cure and 
'^ charge with all diligence to keep and observe the 
*' same'' And further, that they will " be ready with all 
^' faithful diligence, to banish and drive away all erroneous 
" and strange doctrine contrary to God's word." 

Finally, both those who are to be ordained Deacons 
and those to be ordained to the Priesthood must make a 
vow of canonical obedience. Deacons, that they will 
^^ reverently obey their ordinary and other chief ministers 
^^ of the Church, and them to whom the charge and 
^^ government over them is committed, following with a 
" glad mind and will their godly admonitions." Priests, 
that they will " reverently obey their ordinary, and other 
^' chief ministers, unto whom is committed the charge 
" and government over them ; following with a glad 
^^ mind and will their godly admonitions, and submitting 
^' themselves to their godly judgments." 
. The following are amongst the obligations of the Clergy 
after ordination : — 

^< All Priests and Deacons are to say daily the mom- 
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*^ ing and evening prayer either privately or openly^ not 
*' being let by sickness or some other urgent cause/' and 
this, if possible^ in the Church or Chapel, so that the 
people may join, (Preface to Prayer Book) ; and " if any 
^^ minister, after he hath once subscribed the said three 
" articles, shall omit to use the form of prayer, or any of 
" the orders or ceremonies prescribed in the Communion^ 
" book, let him be suspended, &c." (Canon 38 ; which 
however, I suppose, is not so directly to be construed 
with the Prefece to the Prayer Book, as with Canon 14 ; 
or perhaps might, upon a larger view, relate to omissions 
or substitutions at any time when the prescribed services 
ought, regularly, to be used). 

Every Curate must diligently teach the children of his 
parish the Church Catechism, and parents, &c. bring 
them to learn it, under pain, to both parties obstinately 
neglecting this rule, of excommunication. (Catechism 
Rubric and Canon 59). 

Every Curate (besides the duty of the sponsors) is to 
prepare children for confirmation, and bring as many as 
possible to the Bishop for this purpose. (Rubric for 
Baptism and Catechism and Canon 61). 

Lastly, none may admit persons either to holy com- 
munion or to sponsorship, except under the conditions 
above mentioned, (p. 23). 
These details (which many will think too notorious to have 
required specific enumeration) exhibit a sufficient portion of 
the system of the Church in which Dr. Alexander is Bishop, 
to test the relations which may subsist between it and the 
** German Evangelical Church," or any other similar com- 
munity. They will show that no layman can be admitted to 
communion except by a regular process of adoption into the 
spiritual family. Baptized, confirmed,* conforming to the 
EngUsh Liturgy, must every man be who is received into full 
communion with our Church. Agreement in abstract doctrine 

* Or, *' ready and detiroua to be confirmed;" which, when there is a 
Bish<^ at hand, whose duty it is to confirm, means the same thing. A 
readiness and desire for baptism was in the early Church sometimes accepted 
for the rite itself when the latter could not be had. 

c2 
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is not fellowship; the ** credenda" make not Churchmen 
without the " agenda." And of these " agenda" the chief 
must proceed from the Churchy not the individual. No man 
can by his own act become a member of the visible spiritual 
body of Christ, any more than he can by his own private 
declaration become naturalized into the visible temporal polity 
of the state. 

If German Protestants, therefore, desire to be admitted to 
communion by Bishop Alexander, they must come, not as a 
body, but as individuals ; not asserting an independent col- 
lective existence, but desiring to be adopted by and incorpo- 
rated into the Church. Their previous baptism he must 
ascertain to be sufficient ; their present doctrines to be, not of 
this or that form, but in themselves the doctrines of the 
Church. He must then upon their desire confirm them, as by 
Canon 60 he is bound to do ; and having, by these several 
acts of the Church wherein he is Bishop, separated and taken 
them out from their former fellowship, he may admit them to 
the blessed Eucharist ; and in that privilege retain them as 
long as by doctrines, morals, and liturgical conformity, they 
remain steadfast in their profession. 

In like manner, if any German or other Protestants desire 
clergy of his ordination to be placed over them, the persons 
to be ordained to this charge must submit to all the conditions 
above mentioned — must be convinced that they are called 
according to " the order of the United Church of England and 
Ireland " — must be examined in the 39 Articles, and sub- 
scribe* them — must acknowledge the Queen's supremacy — 

* Of course any Bishop may sanction, and any Candidate for Orders 
may bind himself by, subscription to any other formularies which may 
be thought compatible with the 39 Articles; and the greater the latitude 
allowed, the more light will be thrown upon the " vexata quaestio'* of 
the meaning of these Articles. Those who are forward in charging the 
Clergy at home with dishonesty for entertaining a Catholic interpretation 
of the Articles, and yet are disposed to admit the Augsburg Confession at 
Jerusalem, will do well to consider what this confession implies: 1. As to 
the distinction between the popular practices and the tenets of the " probati 
scriptores" of the Church of Rome; 2. As to Baptism; 3. As to the 
£ucharist; 4. As to Private Confession; 5. As to Absolution; 6. As to 
Corporeal Discipline ; 7. As to the Power of Bbhops. To which other 
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must promise to use no other liturgy than that of the Church 
of England, and that they will " give their faithful diligence 
alway " so to minister the doctrine and sacraments, and the 
" discipline of Christ, as the Lord hath commanded, and 
*' as this Church and Realm hath received the same, accord- 
" ing to the commandments of God ; so that they may teach 
'' the people committed to their care and charge with all 
" diligence to keep and observe the same.'' Lastly, they 
must swear canonical obedience to the Bishop, and other 
ecclesiastical superiors ; that is, obedience according to those 
Canons (amongst others) which I have above mentioned. 

Clergy thus ordained can evidently be set over Protestant 
communities only in order to bring them into the Church, and 
of course can admit none to the Holy Communion, except 
when so brought in. 

Here then we attain another point in our review. Before 
Bishop Alexander's consecration^ the Prussian Protestants 
were not in communion with us : his consecration did not 
make them become so ; can his subsequent acts ? If those 
acts be in accordance with the rules above laid down, it is 
plain that the German Evangelical Church at Jerusalem must 
either be conformed to and absorbed in the Church of Eng- 
land, or, if it remains distinct with its own liturgy and confes- 
sion, it will stand beside the Church of England, as it is pro- 
posed it should beside the Latin and Greek Churches, in as 
dignified a position, perhaps, as any of the three, but in com- 
munion with none. 

But you will say, surely my view must be mistaken ; surely 
the King of Prussia and others must have been aware of 
these diflSculties; certainly there must be some way out of 
them. 

Let us consider, then, what this way can be. And, first, 
as to the Act of Parliament under which the consecration was 
allowed. You have seen, above, the terms in which it was 
explained to the House of Lords by the Primate, as a Bill 



points might perhaps be added also worthy of their attention. How any 
man can deny a real presence connected with the elements in the Eucharist, 
and yet allow Article X. of the Augsburg Confession, I do not understand. 
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for the better Regulation of the Congregations of Enghsh 
persons settled in foreign countries. The clergy there have 
hitherto been governed by the Bishop of London, according to 
the doctrine and discipline of the Church of England.* The 
necessarily defective administration of this system appears from 
the Archbishop's speech in Parliament, to have required the 
presence of a Bishop, to enforce and complete it ; and, accord- 
ingly, there is a clause,which, with the intervention of the Crown, 
authorizes Bishop Alexander to exercise spiritual jurisdiction 
over ministers of British congregations of the United Church 
of England and Ireland abroad. Up to this point can either 
the intention of the legislature, as evidenced by the grounds 
on which the bill was proposed to it, or the words of the Act 
of Parliament itself, be construed to set aside any portion of 
that doctrine or discipline which the bill was mainly designed 
to support ? There are powers in the act, which, in other 
cases than that of a British subject being consecrated under 
it, dispense with certain parts of the consecration service ; but 
what further directions are there as to the conduct of a Bishop 
so consecrated, in respect to ordinations by him, or other 
matters affecting communion with him ? 

You will say there is a clause which enables him also to 
exercise spiritual jurisdiction over " such other Protestant 
*' congregations as may be desirous of placing themselves 
" under his authority." But I would fain know, whether 
every English Bishop has not the same power over every 
Protestant congregation which is willing to place itself under 
him ; and yet does this dispense with the use of the liturgy 
and other terms of communion ? And observe, that the same 
*' spiritual jurisdiction," which, under the act, is to be in force 
over English clergy, is to be exerted over these Protestant 
congregations. And so, if they do not submit to the canoni- 
cal enforcement of that which is the rule of duty and authority 

* The Btrict enforcement of the discipline and ritual of the English 
Church in English congregations ahroad, in opposition to local Protestantism, 
was the main purpose for which Archbishop Laud established this foreign 
jurisdiction of the Bishop of London. See Heylin's Life of Laud, pp. 218, 
219, 259, 260. If the Jerusalem Bishopric is designed as a substitute of the 
Bishop of London's jurisdiction in the East, the inference is obvious. 
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to an English Bishop, in regard to his clergy, he has no 
authority, under this act, to exercise jurisdiction over them 
at all. 

It may be said, indeed, that, though not in his communion, 
he may exercise spiritual jurisdiction over them ; nor am I 
prepared to say, that a Catholic Bishop has not some juris- 
diction or other over every soul in his diocese, Christian and 
Pagan ; nor again, that spiritual jurisdiction may not be ex- 
ercised in tithes, and such like matters, over separatists ; but 
in the language of this act spiritual jurisdiction means juris- 
diction in things purely spiritual, and in this sense it can no 
otherwise be exercised over persons not in communion, than 
by declaring them formally excommunicate. But this ques- 
tion is rendered unnecessary by the authoritative declaration, 
that these Protestant congregations are to be admitted to the 
communion of Bishop Alexander's Church.* 

But then you m\\ ask, what was the case with the Ame- 
can Bishops ? There was no change of doctrine and discipline 
provided for in the act relating to them,t from which this act 
is copied, and yet we know that they have made changes in 
their church polity. The answer is plain, and has been 
already given : it was ascertained, when they were conse- 
crated, that both the individuals and the communions con- 
tinued to profess the principles J of the Church of England, 
from which they had been derived, and of which they had 

* Supra, p. 7. 

t [In the " Ecclesiastical Legal Guide," a work of which (on account of 
the miscellaneous information which it contains) it is much to be regretted 
that only one volume has been published, there is a Form of Letters of 
Orders under the Act 24 Geo. 3, c. 35, from which it appears that Deacons 
and Priests, ordained for America, did in fact subscribe the 39 Articles and 
the 3 Articles of Canon 36, and took the Oath of Supremacy, being the con- 
ditions of Ordination which the Act had not dispensed with. — See EcclestaS" 
tical Legal Guide, pp. 1 — 13.] 

X It will be observed, that in the first American Act the Liturgy was 
direcdy referred to ; and in considering what are the principles of the Church 
of En^and, no safe judgment can be formed which does not in part rest upon 
that Liturgy. This will be evident to any one who considers how much of 
doctrine there is in the prayers, how much of essential discipline in the 
rubrics, of the Book of Common Prayer and Rites and Ceremonies. That 
all Churches which are in communion must of necessity use the same Liturgy, 
I am far from contending ; nay, I do not say that, under lawful authority , 
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till recently formed part, and so the Episcopal succession 
was granted to them; — but how? why, as to independent 
churches, answerable only to God and their own consciences 
for their future course, with no grant of jurisdiction over 
English clergy, and with an absolute exclusion of their 
orders from our Church. That the trust thus reposed has 
not been misplaced, is a cause of thankfulness to Almighty 
God, and the temporary separation which we have endured 
renders our partial re-union with them the more precious ; but 
whether we may or may not approve the alterations which 
they have made in their liturgy and constitution, it appears 
certain, that of the terms of communion^ such as I have above 
described them, they have in substance dispensed with none. 

But Bishop Alexander's case, as I have already shown, is 
very different. He is a suffragan of Canterbury, not inde- 
pendent ; a Bishop of the Church of England, not of America 
or Prussia ; and, as the Act of Parliament has implied no 
dispensation (but the contrary), and as none arises from ne- 
cessity in the particulars I have mentioned, none can be 
presumed. 

Some other argument must therefore be provided, or my 
position holds good. 

Well, then, the Queen perhaps can dispense with ecclesias- 
tical laws, — indeed, it is said so in some of the books. To 
which I reply, that if any minister of the Crown should be 
disposed to recommend so hazardous a step, — first, he should 
consider, that the coronation oath of the sovereign is not in its 
terms against Popery (as some seem to think), or against any 
thing else, but in support of the Established Church of Eng- 
land and Ireland ; and that its " doctrines, worship, disci- 
pline and government as by law established,^' are specially to 
be maintained by her.* 

Second, if there be no impediment in conscience, — and I 
cite the oath merely as a general precept in conscience, — he 

different congregations within the same Church may not be allowed different 
uses. But, first) there must be lawful authority for such distinctions ; and, 
second, they ought not to be such as to violate unity of doctrine. 

* I am not here concerned with the case of the Church of Scotland ; that 
stands apart, and is also protected by positive, not negative, obligations of the 
Crown. 
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might do well to consider the value of such a precedent in 
other hands, and in an opposite direction, and the probable 
effects of it upon the minds of English churchmen. 

And, thirdly, he had better have it ascertained carefully, 
whether, since the Act 1 W, & M. s. 2, c. 2^ and others, the 
Crown has any such power at all, and, if any, what are its 
bounds. 

The observance, if I mistake not, of these three prelimina- 
ries (particularly of the third), will tend to impede further 
proceedings in this direction.* 

We are driven then to what I conceive to be the last, and 
far the most difficult view of all. Bishop Alexander may be 
a Bishop of the Church of England, but he is going out of 
England, and so he may do as he pleases. 

Now let us consider this position, first, as a matter of con^ 
science ; next, as a matter of law; and (though I am far from 
thinking that in a question of such extent and novelty, and 
with such slight preparation, I can do more than suggest 
principles for others to examine and work out,) let us then 
see whether practical consequences, favourable to the general 
view which I am maintaining, may not be established, which- 
ever way we decide the immediate point of Bishop Alexander's 
obligations. 

First, then. Bishop Alexander has bound himself in con- 
science to allow " that the Church hath power to decree rites 
or ceremonies ;"t that " every particular or national Church 
" hath authority to ordain, change, and abolish ceremonies 
** or rites of the Church ordained only by man's authority ;" 
and that " whoever, through his private judgment, willingly 
" and purposely doth openly break the traditions and cere- 
" monies of the Church which be not repugnant to the word 
*^ of God, and be ordained and approved by common autho- 

* [The difficulties here^aised do not by any means exhaust the question of 
the Royal Prerogative in dispensations ; but until circumstances require it, 
the public may well be spared discussion upon this head, as well as upon the 
powers of the Archbishop of Canterbury under the Act 25 Hen. 8, c. 21, an 
act which, besides being inapplicable to the case before us, is one of the worst 
monuments of the Reformation.] 

t Article 20. 
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'* rity, ought to be rebuked openly, &c."* Now it will be 
observed, that every one of the conditions of Communion and 
Ordination which I have set out above are essentially laws of 
the Church of England, the Canons and Rubrics from which 
they are derived having all been formally enacted or sanc- 
tioned by *' the sacred Synod of this nation, in the name of 
" Christ, and by the King's authority assembled ;"f which if 
any one shall affirm not to be ** the true Church of England 
** by representation, let him be excommunicated, and not 
*' restored until he repent and publicly revoke that his wicked 
" error/' Further than this, Bishop Alexander, in subscrib- 
ing as Deacon and Priest " ex animo** to the second of the 
articles enjoined by Canon 36, after pledging himself to the 
belief " that the Book of Common Prayer, and of ordering 
" of bishops, priests, and deacons, containeth in it nothing 
*' contrary to the word of Qod, and that it may lawfully so 
^* be used," promised ** that he himself would use theyorwi in 
'* the said book prescribed, in public prayer and administra- 
" tion of the sacraments, and none other" Thus adopting 
in a still more direct and exclusive manner the rubrics -above 
mentioned, which are an essential part of the form prescribed 
for baptism, the holy communion, and other rites of the 
Church. Lastly, when Bishop Alexander was consecrated, 
he declared himself persuaded that he was truly called *' ac- 
" cording to the will of our Lord Jesus Christ, and the order 
" of this realm'* He promised to exercise discipline, "within 
" his diocese according to such authority as he has by Grod's 
'* word, and as to him should be committed by the ordinance 
" of this realm'' He promised also to be ** faithful in 
*' ordaining, sending, or laying hands upon others." And 
lastly, he in a solemn vow, as " chosen Bishop of the Church 
" and See" to which he is appointed, did " profess and pro- 
" mise due reverence and obedience to the Archbishop and 
" Metropolitical Church of Canterbury, and to their succes- 
ii sors" — And thus bound himself, as fully as any bishop in 
England, by due or canonical obedience, (that is, not absolute 
obedience, but obedience according to the Canons of the 
Church) to the Metropolitical See. 

• Article 34. f Canon 139. 
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From all which I conclude, that if Bishop Alexander doed 
not abj ure the Church of England as his particular or provincial 
Church — does not revoke his promises as to the Book of 
Common Prayer, the discipline of his diocese, and his charge 
in conferring orders — and does not renounce his canonical 
obedience to the Metropolitan, — then, wherever his diocese 
may be, he cannot ^' willingly and purposely" and for the 
sake of an ulterior object not sanctioned by the Church, (for 
I do not speak of mere negligence, such as may often be 
found in England) ;— he cannot, I say, deliberately and upon 
his own judgment, or that of any who have not undoubted 
legislative or dispensing authority in the Church, set aside 
the rules of Communion and Ordination above defined, with- 
out doing that which the Canonists would call the sin of 
perjury, and which, considering the special responsibility of a 
Bishop, I, for my own part, do not know how to qualify by 
any lighter name. 

Our next question is that of external or coercive obligation; 
and here we may be met at the outset by the maxim,* 
'' Extra territorium jus dicenti impuni non paretur,^* which 
in its application implies a denial that the laws of the English 
Church can be externally binding upon her members when in 
foreign countries. Now, it seems to be admitted as a general 
rule, that both civil and ecclesiastical offences are of local 
jurisdiction, and, moreover, that unless f by the " comity of 
nations," showing itself in express or tacit consent, no foreign 
laws can by any state be recognized in justice. Moreover^ 
as regards religious ordinances, it is denied that even ambas« 
sadors % by the law of nations have a right to the open exer- 
cise of their national worship ; and though this has in some 
instances been secured to British factories by express treaty, 
I have been informed that in many cases our Chapels abroad, 
even those attached to a mission or consulate, still exist 
only by toleration ; and therefore the question, whether the 
civil or ecclesiastical tribunals of a foreign state would in any 
such case apply the laws of the English Church to the regu- 

• Digest, lib. 2, tit. 1. 

t Story's Conflict of Laws, pp. 30, 35, et seq, 

X Vattel, I. iv. c. vii. s. 104. 
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lation of her clergy, is one which would depend altogether 
upon their own discretion. 

For the punishment of clergy at home in respect of eccle- 
siastical offences committed abroad, perhaps something more 
might be said ; for if they have not become subject {subditi) 
in an ecclesiastical sense to any foreign jurisdiction, there 
being no such jurisdiction which takes cognizance of them, 
it may be argued that their subjection at ordination by ca- 
nonical obedience to an English Bishop, ought, (from mere 
defect of justice otherwise,) to overcome the territorial diffi- 
culty. And perhaps something might be found in law to 
assist this view. Or, at any rate, the discretion of English 
Bishops in admitting to a higher order persons who have 
been abroad, in licensing them within their own dioceses, and 
in requiring, if they please, '^ sufficient testimony of their 
former good life and behaviour,"* when they claim institution 
to benefices, might furnish a useful check upon the inferior 
clergy. 

But whatever may be concluded as to the question of 
extra-territorial jurisdiction, I am far from resting my answers 
to objections against Bishop Alexander's responsibility, solely 
upon this ground. The following considerations will, I hope, 
show that another and more certain decision may be come to. 

As an ecclesiastical question, the erection of a See at Je- 
rusalem is, at the outset, open to very serious objections. 
For it is both a primitive rule, and that of the canon law as 
it is received by our Church, that one Bishop should not in- 
trude into the Diocese of another. Every Bishop has, de 
jure communi, under the legitimate authority of his superiors, 
the whole discipline of the clergy, and the whole cure of souls 
in his Diocese. If another Bishop desires to exercise acts of 
jurisdiction within it, he must do so by permission of the 

* See Canon 39. This may be illustrated from the instance of Scotland, 
where the policy of the crown had introduced Clergy of English ordination, 
who refused obedience to the Scotch Bishops, and thus maintained a state of 
schism which is not yet altogether done away. Some time previous to the 
year 1818 a clergyman of English ordination, who had had a Chapel at 
Aberdeen, being presented to a living in the Diocese of York, was required 
to bring testimonials from the Scotch Bishop, which he accordingly procured. 
See Skinner's Annals, p. 425. 
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Diocesan.* Nor does it seem that even the conversion of 
Jews or heathens is an object which will support an exception 
to this rule. This, as well as all other spiritual superintend- 
ence, belongs to the Diocesan; and if the Archbishop of 
Canterbury were to intrude another Bishop, or the Bishop of 
Winchester were to 4;hrust priests and deacons into the Dio- 
cese of London, for the conversion of the Jews or Mahomme- 
dans resident within it, I apprehend that a remedy would 
soon be found. 

If, therefore, it be not denied that there is an Orthodox 
Church at Jerusalem, having legitimate Bishops, (and this 
seeins now to be generally allowed), it follows, from our own 
principles, that our clergy ought to submit to those Bishops, 
and that Bishop Alexander ought not to intrude himself upon 
them. 

There are, however, circumstances the force of which I am 
disposed to admit, and which may justify a less exact adhe- 
rence to this principle in the case of the Eastern Church. 
Were we to send English Bishops into Scotland or America, 
we should be plainly without excuse, because the Communion 
between the Churches, and the use of a common language, 
make the residence of English clergy, and the formation of 
Anglican congregations, in those countries wholly unnecessary. 
But in the East the case is different : communion with the 
native Church, (whether rightly or wrongly I do not say,) has 
been suspended, and cannot easily be restored ; its language, 
too, is different from ours; and thus, from the necessity of 

• By acts of jurisdiction are meant ordination, consecration of Churches, 
correction of ecclesiastical offences, and the like. For forms used in England 
in grants of this kind from one Bishop to another, see Oughton, vol. ii. 
It would be much more satisfactory if a commission of " Vicar General for 
the English" could be obtained by Bishop Alexander from the local Dioce- 
sans. See one of the cases in Thomassinus, as after cited. [The learned 
writer of " Tract 42, published under the superintendence of the Catholic 
Institute of Great Britain," objects to several points in the arguments which 
I have used on this branch of the subject, vide pp. 53, 54. In reply I have 
only to say, that if the oriental Bishops will recognise our Catholicity, and 
assent to the exercise of Bishop Alexander's jurisdiction, it seems to me that 
all questions between us and them, (and these are the only questions which 
I have here to consider,) are sufficiently provided for.] 
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the case, numerous congregations of English residents and 
travellers have sprung up, which, not having any practical 
relations with the local Church, are under the care of our own 
clergy, and conform, or profess to conform, to the doctrine 
and discipline of our Church. This, then, is a state of things 
which may fairly lead us to desire, and prpperly influence the 
Eastern Bishops to grant us, a national Church jurisdiction 
within their territories. The examples collected by Thomas- 
sinus"*^ show that even within the Roman Communion the dis- 
tinction of tongues and of National Church-usages are some- 
times held to warrant several episcopal jurisdictions within the 
same territory. In America, as we shall see, the members of 
the Church which is in communion with our own, are consi- 
dered subject by Church-membership, and not merely by local 
relations, to their proper ecclesiastical jurisdiction. The same 
is evident in Scotland, and in all other places (including, it 
would seem, Syria itself,) in which, from the miserable dis- 
unions of these days, distinct communions are to be found. 
The principles of such a system may also be traced to in* 
stances which are without any excuse, such as may be urged 
in the present divided state of the Church. I allude to the 
practice of exemptions in general, and more especially to those 
granted to monastic orders, by means of which, in the latter 
case, a distinct spiritual family, as it were, having its own 
laws and its own liturgical peculiarities, was diffused through- 
out the Church ; and being fineed from the ordinary control of 
Diocesans, was knit together and governed, immediately, by its 
own provincials, and ultimately by the general (resident, per- 
haps, in a distant country) of the whole order. It seems, 
therefore, as I have said, to be not unreasonable, nor yet un- 
precedented, that a peculiar or exempt jurisdiction in favour 
of our National Church, should be allowed us by the Eastern 
Bishops within their jurisdiction. And if, from special circum- 
stances, those Bishops should not be in a position to make 
any formal declaration upon the subject, we may perhaps 
construe their silence in our favour, and act upon the presump- 

♦ V. et N. Eccl. Disciplina, P. 1, lib. i. c. 29, ed. 1787. Cf. Bullam 
Pii IV. in Bullario Congregationis de Propaganda Fide, vol. i. p. 8, ed. 
1829.' 
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tioD of their consent. But if this be our excuse, (and it is the 
only one which I can see^) for intruding an English Bishop 
upon Syria, we are bound by every ecclesiastical consideration 
to act fairly upon the grounds of it, and to make our religious 
colony in the East in very deed and truth what it pretends to 
be, — that is, an English National Church — an extension of 
our own doctrine and discipline, — not a new communion which 
we would fain establish abroad, because neither law nor con-* 
science will allow us to do so at home. Above all are we 
bound not to insult those Bishops through whose sufferance 
our Church there is to exist, by pretending to recognize and 
participate in their Catholicity, and at the same time by pro- 
fessing religious identity with Calvinism or Lutheranism, both 
of which they have by name"^ condemned and rejected* 

Assuming, then, that the peculiar circumstances of our 
tongue and communion in the East, and the implied assent of 
the local Bishops, have given us, ecclesiastically speaking, 
the same right to erect a formal Bishopric of the Anglican 
Church there, as we should have if there were no other Church 
aheady in legitimate possession, — let us see what other ob- 
stacle impedes such a measure. 

The civil divisions of territory, however generally conve- 
nient, cannot in tkemselpes be taken, either in principle or 
fact, to supply the necessary divisions of ecclesiastical juris- 
diction. 

If temporal governments insist upon temporal limits being 
observed by the Church, she may be compelled to submit ; 
but where this impediment does not exist, her action be- 
comes as universal as the Commission which she has from 
Christ ; and this extends to ** all nations." 

I do not, indeed, mean to deny that writers upon naticHial 
law, and some of the propounders of the principles of our 
Reformation, assert that no foreign ecclesiastical jurisdiction 
whatsoever can be rightfully exercised within an independent 
state ; but I suppose that the latter authorities would not in- 

* Synod of Jerusalem in 1675. Harduin, t. xi. p. 383, &c. [There is 
some T^ important matter bearing upon this part of the question in Mr. 
Palmer's Aids to Reflection, &c.] 
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elude heathen countries within this rule ; and, at any rate, I 
presume from what is stated in the Prussian document above 
cited, and from the general understanding which exists, that 
the Turkish government is at least as acquiescent* in the 
erection of this Bishopric as the Eastern Church. 

We arrive, therefore, wholly unembarrassed by exterior con- 
siderations, at these final questions : — 1st. Whether there is 
any authority in our Church which can formally extend it be- 
yond the dominions of the crown ? 2nd. Whetfier in this case 
such an authority has been exercised, and to what purpose? 

Now, that any Church, which has the power of erecting 
new Bishoprics or other ecclesiastical jurisdictions within its 
own limits, has a similar power of establishing dependent 
parishes or sees in foreign countries, (no external impediment 
being opposed), seems by the common law of the Church, as 
well as in history, to be incontestable. How, indeed, except 
by these means could Christianity be propagated ? With re- 
gard to primitive and ancient usage, I suppose no one will 
raise any question. Of the view which the present Roman 
Church takes nothing need be said, for it seems to rest, in part 
at least, upon a foundation which our Church does not and 
cannot pretend to ; I mean the Pope's claim to supreme juris- 
diction as Bishop of the whole world. The American Church, 
however, seems to furnish an example more in point ; for in 
1838 a Canon was made, authorizing the consecration of 
Bishops, (1.) for states and territories not organized as dio- 
ceses ; (2.) for any place or places out of the territory of the 
United States, which the House of Bishops may designate. 
And though " conformity with the Constitution and Canons of 
the Church, and such regulations and instructions not incon- 
sistent therewith, as the House of Bishops may prescribe," 
and jurisdiction over the Clergy, are directly expressed only 
as to the former class, it is upon the ground that the jurisdic- 
tion of the Church extends " in right, though not in form, to 
all persons belonging to it within the United States;" and this 
implies an ecclesiastical obligation, which, in some cases, must 
exceed the collective bounds of those states within which the 

* [This appears to be more doubtful now than when this Letter was first 
published.] 
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Church IS organized, though not of course the territorial limits 
of the whole federal government. And, moreover, the Mis- 
sionary Bishops of both these classes are entitled to a seat in 
the House of Bishops, are eligible to organized dioceses within 
the states, and are bound to report to each General Conven- 
tion, and at least annually to the Board of Missions, *' the 
state of the Church in the said states and territories, and 
place or places out of the territory of the United States ;" 
and thus canonical dependence and responsibility are plainly 
implied in either case. 

Again, in 1641 the foreign Scots Kirk of Campvere was 
"joined to the Kirk of Scotland as a member thereof.'' And 
in 1704 the General Assembly "again enacted and autho- 
rized," inter alia, that Church's "observing of that order in 
the outward worship of God, and exercise of discipline, as is 
received in Scotland by law and practice."* 

And, to come more directly to our point, the Bishop of 
London, as already noticed, has long exercised, under the 
authority of the Privy Council, a jurisdiction over English 
congregations abroad. And injunctions have been issued to 
such congregations to conform to the doctrine and discipline 
of the Church of England.f English chaplaincies, too, have, 
under the provisions of an Act of Parliament, been established 
in our foreign consulates, and the clergy appointed to them 
are (I am informed) licensed by the English Bishop above 
named. 

Further, that the ecclesiastical law of England does not 
reject such a principle in the case of our communions abroad, 
seems to be evidenced by the factj that marriages between 

* Abridgment of Acts of the General Assembly, p. 103. See also what is 
stated at p. 473, of the Compendium of the Laws of the Church of Scotland. 

t Heylin's Life of Laud, 259— 6L 

I " What is the law of marriages in all foreign establishments settled in 
" countries professing a religion essentially different ?--in the English factories 
" at Lisbon, &c., and in the East, Smyrna, Aleppo, and others ? In all of 
** which (some of these establishments existing by authority under treaties, 
" and others under indulgence and toleration,) marriages are regulated by the 
** law of the original country, to which they are still considered to belong. 
<* An English resident at St. Petersburgh does not look to the ritual of the 
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members of our Church, solemuized in foreign states, not 
according to the laws of those states, but according to the rites 
of the Church of England, have a valid recognition given to 
them in our Spiritual Courts. 

And lastly, when the British crown asserts the right of 
planting civil governments in desert or thinly peopled countries, 
upon what principle is this but one strictly analogous to that 
of Church extension into unoccupied ground? the former 
being the enlargement of a kingdom of this world — the latter, 
of the dominions of Heaven. And when it is further asserted, 
that, simultaneously with the temporal, the spiritual supremacy 
of the crown extends into such countries, does not this lead 
us even beyond analogical inference ? At any rate, I think 
this much clear, that those who deny the right of the supreme 
authority of the English Church to extend her branches into 
heathen or unoccupied territory, beyond the dominions of the 
Crown, or into any other, with the requisite local consent, have 
the burden of proof upon themselves. But I have already sug- 
gested reasons why in respect of our own communion Palestine 
may, perhaps, be considered open to us. The first question, 
therefore, is answered in the affirmative. 

As to the second, there is not much more difficulty. 
Whatever may be the proper rights of. the Bishops of a pro- 
vince in erecting new suffi*agan sees, it is incontestable that 
either the Crown alone, or the Crown empowered by Parlia- 
ment, has since the Reformation exercised this prerogative 
within the British dominions. It is by the Crown alone that 
many of our colonial Bishoprics have been erected; by the 
Crown, with the authority of Parliament, that others in the 
colonies, and several in England, have been founded. 

Now, in the erection of Bishop Alexander's see, the act of 
the Crown has been sanctioned by Parliament in the clause 
which enabled her Majesty to license the consecration, and to 
assign limits to which the jurisdiction shall attach. The 
Primate of the Church of England also concurred in the mea- 

" Greek Church, but to the rubric of the Church o/Englandf when he con- 
" tracts a marriage with an English woman," &c. Per Lord Stowell, in 
Ruding V. Smith, 2 Hagg. Rep. 385. 
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sure ; and so it may safely be asserted, that in all formal* 
respects the Anglican See of Jerusalem has been as solemnly 
erected as any of our modern Bishoprics ; and lastly, the 
authority which concurred to make Dr. Alexander a Bishop, 
made him a Bishop of the Church of England, and, by bis 
sufiragancy to the See of Canterbury, placed his Diocese foe 
ecclesiastical purposes within the Metropolitical Province. 

Now, if the above conclusion be correct, the maxim, ^^ Extra 
territorium jus dicenti impuni nowparetur^^ cannot, I think, 
bold in the case we are considering. Bishop Alexander's See 
is, I maintain, for ecclesiastical purposes, as much .within the 
jurisdiction of Canterbury as any English or Colonial Bishop- 
ric ;t and whether the statute and common law relating to our 
Church can or cannot be held to bind out of the dominions of 
the Crown, the canons j: of a province, according to ecclesias- 
tical jurisprudence, certainly have external authority in every 
suffragan diocese belonging to it ; and, moreover, of these 
canons the Bishop is, in each case, the especial guardian. If, 
therefore, the clergy in Bishop Alexander's jurisdiction vio- 
late any of the rules of the Church, it will be his duty to cor- 
rect them for the offence ; and if he, or any one else in his 
position, is negligent in so doing, or violates them himself, 
resort may be had to the Archbishop of Canterbury's provincial 
authority in the same way as might be done in the case of an 
English suffragan. 

That the difference of circumstances between Bishop Alex- 
ander's diocese and one situated in England will dispense with 

• [It should be observed that my argument supposes the form in which 
this Bishopric has been erected to be that usually employed by the Church, 
without any reference to civil legislation as «wcA.] 

f Heylin evidently thought that the Bishop of London's jurisdiction over 
congregations abroad had a similar effect. — Vide lAfe of Laud, p. 260. 

X And this particularly in regard to Liturgical Conformitj' with the Pro- 
vincial Church, unless there is ancient custom to the contrary.— See Lyndwoody 
pp. 102—104. 

It will be remembered that I have all along relied, not upon the civil, but 
upon the ecclesiastical authority of the rubrics and canons which I have cited. 
Of course, when Parliament or the Common Law sanctions them, or any 
thing contained in them, they have additional force where Parliament or the 
Common Law have jurisdiction, 

d2 
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some portions of the Anglican canon law is, of course, evi- 
dent, since (as in the case for instance of the beneficiary 
system), the subject-matter of the law may not exist. But 
the general principle of legislation for our colonies and for the 
Churches within them, supplies limits to this relaxation. The 
laws remain which local circumstances have not rendered in- 
applicable ; the rest are dormant or dispensed with. But the 
Jerusalem diocese cannot be said to have any local circum- 
stances, which relate to the terms of communion and ordina- 
tion, which the dioceses in India and Australia have not like- 
wise. And yet, I believe, that in no particulars respecting 
communion, and in only two respecting orders, (viz. the oath 
of allegiance where the candidates are foreign subjects, and the 
necessity of titles),* has our Church in any part of the world 
formally departed from the general law. In fact, as regards 
foreign Protestants, there can be no local circumstances which 
do not plead as strongly in favour of a relaxation of the 
canons and rubrics at home as at Jerusalem, for foreign Pro- 
testant communions have been tolerated, and have existed, in 
England, from the lime of the Reformation downwards ; and 
yet no one maintains that an English Bishop may set aside 
the laws of the Church in their favour : while, if it be urged, 
that they need civil protection at Jerusalem, the evident 
answer is, let civil means be employed for it, and let the 
Prussian Evangelical Church obtain for itself the same dis- 
tinct toleration at Jerusalem which our laws allow it here. 

These various arguments then, respecting the ecclesiastical 
position of Bishop Alexander, go to the entire destruction of 
the theory propounded in the Prussian document above re- 
ferred to ; and, moreover, suggest the means by which their 
own soundness may be tested, viz. by raising the question 
formally in the Ecclesiastical Court of Canterbury, or before 
the Archbishop in person. This, of course, may readily be 
done by any one who can procure evidence of an offence com- 

• [This is eiToneously stated. The Act 4 Geo. 4, c. 71, allows an ex- 
emption from all oaths and subscriptions to such persons, not being British 
subjects of or belonging to Great Britain or Ireland, as are ordained by the 
Bishop of Calcutta, " for the cure of souls within the limits of the said Dio- 
cese of Calcutta only." This provision, however, has no reference to com- 
munion with other religious bodies.] 
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mitted within the new diocese ; and if a formal decision should 
establish the views which I have suggested, then we may be 
at ease as to our Church being involved in this foreign 
scheme ; for even if the party offending should not submit to 
the Court, or to its sentence, and the Turkish Government 
should decline to give effect to an English decree,* he might 
not the less really and publicly be cut off from and rejected 
by our Church. 

And if, on the other hand, it should be determined in law 
that Bishop Alexander is not subject to the Enghsh Metro- 
politan, or governed in his Diocese by the constitution of the 
English Church ; or if, before a legal decision can be obtained, 
it should be publicly proclaimed from authority in this country 
that such is the basis of the new Bishopric, then it will be at 
once evident that, whatever title may have been given to 
Bishop Alexander, he can in no real sense be deemed a Bishop 
of our Church, nor can his acts in any way implicate us, or 
affect our credit in the face of Christendom.f He must then 
be held to be an independent Bishop, not in connection with 
any Catholic body— a fragment struck off from the rock of 
the Church. Into the communion of such a Bishop no ortho- 
dox Churchman abroad will enter, no orthodox Clergyman 
will submit to his jurisdiction; J his orders will not be re- 

• The Porte has lately deposed a Greek Patriarch at the request of our 
Government ; surely it would not be less courteous in the case of an English 
Bishop. 

f [It must be remembered, that in thus speaking of Bishop Alexander's 
position, I assume the case, not only of his violating particular Canons, but 
of his denying the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Court. As long as 
the Bishop at Jerusalem is imder that Court, his violations of law may be 
restrained. If he should reject both the English Canons and the English 
jurisdiction, how can he remain an Anglican Bishop? And if not an Angli- 
can Bishop, sent to Jerusalem for the purposes of the Anglican Communion, 
I for one can look upon him only as an intruder upon the eastern Bishops, 
and as such, not to be acknowledged by orthodox churchmen.] 

t I can arrive at no other conclusion respecting the coercive powers of the 
Act of Parliament enabling Bishop Alexander to exercise " spiritual juris- 
diction" over English Clergy abroad, than that either they are inoperative, 
or must depend for their effect upon some portion of the theory which I have 
advanced. And as to the obligation in conscience, it is plain that, if Bishop 
Alexander can reject the Canons, the other clergy may, with much better 
grace^ reject an Act of Parliament. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



( 38 ) 

ceived in England ;* the marriages and other rites solemnized 
by his Clergy will be open to serious doubts in our Ecclesias- 
tical Courts : and that these things may not be hid from the 
world, it will (as I conceive) be the wisdom, if not the duty, 
of the sister Churches in England, Ireland, Scotland, the Co- 
lonies, and America, to proclaim at once and aloud their 
repudiation of a Prelate, who will have professed openly his 
design to reject the order of the Church which gave him mis- 
sion, and whose title and privileges he assumes. 

Here, then, we have at length arrived, by long perhaps and 
devious paths, at a point where two alternative conclusions 
are open to us, — one which excludes Prussian Protestants as 
a formal collective body from Bishop Alexander's communion 
at Jerusalem, another which cuts Bishop Alexander off from 
the unity of the Anglican Church. Under either conclusion, 
it seems to me that the position of the Church of England 
remains unaltered by the erection of this new Diocese, and 
that on this score we need feel no anxiety. That, if it should 
be necessary for the clergy and laity at home to declare, either 
individually or collectively, their renunciation of Bishop 
Alexander, such a course will be very painful, and may lead 
to much disorder, of course all must see ; but it will be made 
easier by the consideration that, in so doing, we need not 
enter into any theological discussion of the character of this 
or that communion, or the truth of any doctrinal position 
whatsoever. The ground upon which we shall stand is that 
of the public order of the Church — that order which every 
Bishop amongst us enforces upon his clergy, every clergyman 
upon his flock — that order, a wilful departure from which by 
any Bishop or clergyman in the English Church is condemned 
by our Articles and Canons, and must, if tolerated, destroy 
the first principles of ecclesiastical unity. 

• Section 4 of the Act (see Appendix II.) admits the orders conferred by 
Bishops consecrated under it, into England and Ireland, only << according to 
the provisions'* of 3 & 4 Vict. c. 33; but the latter Act only allows clergy 
" canonically ordained ; and if clergy are ordained at Jerusalem not accord- 
ing to the English Canons, can it be maintained that their orders will be 
Canonical? The Scotch and American Churches have their own Canons; 
Bishop Alexander has the English, or none. 
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And now the chief design of this letter is accomplished, 
and I will detain you only by a few more remarks, which 
spring naturally from my subject. 

First, then, I hope that in the course of these remarks I 
have abstained from all unnecessary severity of language. 
That disagreeable facts, when plainly stated, must have a 
character of harshness, is of course evident ; and in a case 
like this I am not disposed to sacrifice truth to courtesy ; but 
many feelings, both of duty and of private regard, make me 
anxious that those who are engaged in this project should 
not have occasion to charge me with intentional disrespect. 
The present state of the Church (would that it were not so !) 
often imposes upon private individuals a more prominent 
office than rightly belongs to them ; but it absolves no one 
from discharging that office in a temperate and charitable 
spirit; and therefore, though the course of my studies may 
have put me in a position to offer my suggestions freely upon 
this measure, if I have failed, in the manner of doing so, by 
arrogance or haste, it becomes me, and I shall be ready, to 
ask pardon of those whom I have hurt. 

And further, as regards the Foreign Communion, whose 
claim to equality with the Church of England has been so 
openly put forward, it will be observed that I have nowhere 
asserted any positive opinion of its religious character ; nor 
have I said a single word which ought to be construed into 
a denial that the members of it ought, (if a legitimate manner 
could be found), to be admitted into communion with our 
Church. That we are within ourselves, at this moment, in 
so distracted a state, that it is not wise to enter unnecessarily 
into new and difficult schemes, such as may, rightly or 
wrongly, cause additional disunion at home, is an opinion 
which I may fairly entertain : and I certainly do not shrink 
from saying that I had rather that our Church should wait 
the good providence of God within her present narrow limits, 
for centuries to come, than that she should gather in whole 
nations at the expense of even a single Catholic principle. 
But beyond this I neither affirm nor deny anything in this 
very difficult question. 

Lastly, I would have you look cheerfully upon this Jeru- 
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salem scheme, in more respects than one. It is a great 
acknowledgment by the State of the independent existence 
of the Church, since it ascribes to her a dominion where the 
Civil Government has none, — and that, not as a mere *' volun- 
tary" Church, but as a formal branch of our own communion, 
having the countenance and assistance of the State. 

There is another view, too, which has in it elements of 
comfort. That there is a growing sense of loneliness in the 
members of our Church — a feeling that they are placed apart, 
as it were, from the rest of Christendom — must have been 
observed by any one who has been at all conversant with 
the religious movement of the day. And far be it from me to 
deny, that, in the history of her outward acts, the Church of 
England may justly be so regarded by her children. She has 
in this respect, indeed, been for the most part an island Church 
— the Church of a proud, wealthy, isolated nation — a nation 
careless in things temporal of the opinions of the whole 
world, and in things spiritual regardless alike of the duties 
and privileges of the blessed communion of the saints. But 
in her inward spirit she is far diflFerent — derived from the 
unity of our Lord and his Apostles, and seeking to identify 
herself with the oneness of primitive truth and love, she has 
adhered to that rule of Scripture explained by Catholic tra- 
dition, by the test of which all disorders may be appeased^ 
and all communions fitted for being knit together in the body 
of Christ. In this temper she has ever warned her children 
against the sins of heresy and schism, and has taught them 
to pray for the conversion of all in error, and for the well- 
being and unity of the Catholic Church. That she has not 
hitherto done more than this may justly cause impatience of 
the outward fetters which restrain her ; but when these very 
bonds are found a safeguard — when, on the eve of a danger- 
ous venture, she is enabled to warn those engaged in it, that 
she cannot, if she would, give her sanction to their schemes, 
or become implicated by their acts, — then surely we may 
even love those chains, which though they bind our hands 
from deeds of love and. duty, render us equally powerless for 
self-destruction. True, you will say, that if the Church of 
England were altogether free, she could cast out those who 
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without her authority might seek to compromise her cha- 
racter : but is she yet ripe for freedom ? Is not a terrible 
struggle now active within her, and, were she not held toge- 
ther by outward bands, might not the evil become altogether 
severed from the good, and thus the gradual victory of truth 
over error be stopped short in its career, and many souls, now 
subject to her influence, be lost for ever to the Church ? This 
Jerusalem scheme is, in many of its supporters, a type 
(though a distorted one) of higher and better things. Minds 
heated by the study of prophecy into a pious desire to antici- 
pate the Providence of God, and lingering in faith and love 
over the ruins of a city hallowed by the last footsteps of our 
Lord, may look to the earthly instead of the heavenly Jerusa* 
lem, and seek to invest the former with those attributes of 
truth, peace, and unity, which belong only to the Church, 
which is the mother of us all. And as they choose a tem- 
poral instead of a spiritual city, so they may think Christian 
unity to be one of concession instead of consent. But in the 
hidden source of these feelings, a noble principle is at work 
— a principle which bids men remember that they are not 
merely holders of external truth, but are involved in a myste- 
rious system, new parts of which will one by one unfold them- 
selves, until the whole be complete — and which, amidst the 
strange disorders which self-will has created, awes men into 
a recognition of our Lord's precept of unity, and drives them, 
as they best may, to endeavour its fulfilment. Such a prin- 
ciple as this, turned inward from irregular activity, and taught 
by the restraints of the Church to join patience and know- 
ledge with zeal, is one to be cherished and loved by all who 
believe the religion of Christ to be an institution as well as a 
doctrine. And if the policy of our ecclesiastical superiors 
should be such as by a wise moderation to allow our Church, 
now troubled and cast to and fro, to settle down by free dis- 
cussion into a gradual but general consent, the time may not 
be far distant, when, instead of a clandestine and unlawful 
attempt at union in a distant country, we may, as a nation 
and a Church, be enabled to stand forth fairly in the face of 
Christendom — to call men from both extremes of error — su- 
perstition and infidelity — and in joining together those bodies 
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which are still Churches, raise into that unity those which 
are not. 

Another issue, indeed, is possible, for the promise is to the 
whole Church, and not to our branch of it. And she may yet 
become unfaithful, and so her candlestick be altogether re- 
moved ; or she may become so faint and powerless, that men 
may mistake her slumber for the stillness of death, and be 
driven to seek for warmer influences in other portions of the 
family of Christ. 

We have, however, still grounds for hope and thankfulness, 
and, while these remain, though it may be our duty and our 
wisdom to prepare for the worst, yet this readiness to face 
should not make us less fearless in our endeavours to avert it. 

Your's 

Very faithfully, 

JAMES R. HOPE. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 



In publishing a second Edition of this Letter, it seems neces- 
sary that I should notice some of the statements and reason- 
ings which have been put forward since the appearance of the 
first. But in so doing, I have no intention of altering the cha- 
racter of my previous arguments, more especially have I none 
of entering upon the doctrinal discussions which are so nearly 
and necessarily connected with it. To make good my former 
ground, and to clear it of such objections as have been ad- 
vanced by others, is the sole design of the following remarks. 

For this purpose there are but two publications which re- 
quire of me more than a passing allusion — ^The *' Statement"* 
put forth by Authority, and that portion of Mr.^ Maurice's 
pamphlet which is specifically directed against myself. 

It will be remembered, that, in formerly dealing with the 
question of this Bishopric, I maintained that the theory of its 
constitution, as then to be collected from the Prussian docu- 
ment and from the advertisement of the English committee, 
was irreconcileable with the principles of our ecclesiastical 

* ^* Statement of Proceedings relating to the Establishment of a Bishopric 
of the United Church of England and Ireland in Jerusalem. Published by 
Authority." Rivingtons, 1841. (See Appendix No. III. As far as I have 
been able to ascertain, this Statement, although dated December 9, 1841, 
was not published till after the appearance of my Letter.) 

" Three Letters to the Rev. W. Palmer, &c. ; with an Appendix contain- 
ing some Remarks on a Pamphlet of J. R. Hope, Esq., &c. By F. D. Mau* 
rice, A.M. Chaplain of Guy's Hospital, and Professor of English Literature at 
King's College, London." Rivington, 1842, 

The other publications of importance are Mr. Palmer's " Aids to Reflec- 
tion, &c." Parker, 1841. Dr. Hook's "Reasons, &c." Rivington, 1842. 
" Tract 42. Published under the Superintendence of the Catholic Institute of 
Great Britain." " Dr. Pusey's Letter to the Archbishop of Canterbury." 
Mr. Abeken's " Letter to the Rev. E. B. Pusey, &c." Parker, West Strand, 
1842. And an article in a recent number of the British Magazine. 
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polity, and unsanctioned by the legislative enactment, under the 
permissive powers of which the consecration of Dr. Alexander 
had taken place. 

Since that time, both the German and the English publica- 
tions upon which I relied have been superseded in point of 
authority by the " Statement " now before us ; and the first 
question which occurs is, whether this Statement has, or has 
not, so modified the supposed conception of the design, as to 
withdraw it from the reach of my objections. 

Now it must be at once conceded, that the language which 
is used in this Statement with reference to the German Pro- 
testants is materially different from that which I had formerly 
occasion to cite. The Germans were told, that the Evangelical 
Church of the German nation is " the mother of all Evan- 
gelical confessions." The English Statement leaves it to take 
its place among " the less perfectly constituted of the Pro- 
testant Churches of Europe." 

The Germans were taught, that the Anglican Church is 
** by origin and doctrine most intimately akin to the German 
Evangelical Church," and that " Evangelical Christianity 
should present itself, under the protection of England and 
Prussia, to the Turkish government, as an unity." The 
*' Statement " acknowledges the existence of a Liturgy agree- 
'' ing in all points of doctrine with the Liturgy of the English 
*' Church ;" but it is far from being dogmatic as to the exist- 
ing relations between the two communions ; it looks rather to 
the future than to the present, and says of the Bishopric, " Its 
'* ultimate results cannot be with certainty predicted ; but we 
" may reasonably hope that, under the Divine blessing, it 
" may lead the way to an essential unity of discipline as well 
" as of doctrine," between us and them. — (p. 5.) 

As far then as general expressions of opinion are con- 
cerned, the " Statement" may be considered as varying in no 
unimportant degree from the Prussian document; and if 
current reports be true, this variance has not proved accept- 
able in Germany. If the *' Statement " therefore had done 
no more than express these general opinions, English church- 
men might have been bound to assume, with Dr. Hook, that 
the Primate had " pointed out the mistake of the Prussian 
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" government in the document which they have published in 
" reference to this transaction." — (Reasons, 8fc. p. 36.) 

Such, however, is not the case ; the " Statement" proposes 
acts at the same time that it expresses opinions ; and though 
the Prussian divines may not be fully satisfied with the latter, 
the Prussian government, at least, has no reason to feel itself 
rebuked by the concessions involved in the former. 

The German document, it will be remembered, describes 
the Bishopric at Jerusalem as a point of union for Evangelical 
Christians, adding ^ Therewith, however, German Protestants 
in particular vindicate the independence of their Church, in 
reference to their peculiar Confession and Liturgy.'' The 
true question therefore is, whether the " Statement *' does or 
does not admit the practical conditions of union thus described. 
If it does, the substance of the matter is disposed of, and 
while one of the contracting parties is allowed to use the lan- 
guage least likely to give offence in England, it would be 
hard to deny to the other a similar protection in Germany. 

Let us then take the following passage from the " State- 
ment :"— 

** Congregations consisting of Protestants of the German 
" tongue residing within the limits of the Bishop's jurisdic- 
" tion, and willing to submit to it, will be under the care of 
*' German clergymen ordained by him for that purpose, who 
'^ will officiate in the German language, according to the forms 
*' of their national Liturgy, compiled from the ancient Litur- 
" gies, agreeing in all points of doctrine with the Liturgy of 
" the English Church, and sanctioned by the Bishop with 
" consent of the Metropolitan, for the special use of those con- 
" gregations : such Liturgy to be used in the German language 
" only. Germans intended for the charge of such congrega- 
" tions are to be ordained according to the ritual of the English 
** Church, and to sign the Articles of that Church : and in 
" order that they may not be disqualified by the laws of 
*' Germany from officiating to German congregations, they are, 
" before ordination, to exhibit to the Bishop a certificate of 
" their having subscribed, before some competent authority, 
** the Confession of Augsburg. 

" The rite of Confirmation will be administered by the 
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^^ Bishop to the catechumens of the German congregations, 
" according to the form used in the English Church." — (pp. 
8,9.) 

Now wherein does this differ from the scheme of the Prus- 
sian document ? 

Germans are to be ordained, who, before ordination, are to 
produce evidence that they have signed the Augsburg Confes- 
sion, and after ordination are to use a German Litui^. 

Congregations of German Protestants are to be at liberty to 
place themselves under these clergy, and the members of such 
congregations (except those who are described as " catechu- 
mens,'')* are to be subjected neither to examination nor con- 
firmation. 

Here then we have the proposed links of a complete spiritual 
affinity between ourselves and the German Protestants. Dr. 
Alexander, a priest of our Church, having -become gifted 
through the hands of our Bishops with the apostolical power 
of ordination, is to bestow the grace incident, under God's 
mercy, to the exercise of that power, upon German candidates 
for orders. The persons thus ordained are in their turn to 
become the channels of grace to others, those others being 
congregations of German Protestants. Who that believes in 
the communion of the saints can in this case distinguish 
between Palestine and England,t or can doubt that the 
Germans who are invited to receive the Eucharist from the 

♦ The word " Catechumen" I presume describes persons not yet admitted 
to full Communion either in Germany or at Jerusalem. Such at least seems 
to be the only sense of which it is capable in the case of persons who have 
been baptized as infants. 

f It is curious to observe how the notion of " Establishment** confuses that 
of the Church. It seems to have reached even so far as to make men think 
that the Church of England is not at all concerned with what is done in her 
name, or by her members, beyond the Queen's dominions. And yet nothing 
can be more certain than that if she be in any sense a spiritual society, and 
not merely the creature of acts of parliament, any doctrinal errors and any 
violation of ecclesiastical principles sanctioned by her in one part of the 
world, must of necessity affect her character and constitution everywhere. 
And so on the other hand, if it be in a spiritual sense right to unite with 
Foreign Protestants at Jerusalem, the same duty exists wherever our Com- 
munion comes in contact with them, whether at home or abroad. 
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hands of the priestly descendants of Augustine at Jerusalem, 
are thereby called to as close a spiritual relationship as 
though it were proposed that they should kneel beside us at 
the altar of Canterbury or St. Paul's ? 

Nor is this all. The unity thus designed to be constituted 
might exist without any, or with imperfect, visible tokens. We 
believe that there is an unseen tie which binds together all 
portions of the Catholic body, and which nothing but wilful 
sin can unloose. Error, accident, worldly policy, may cause 
ecclesiastical divisions between churches, but schism and he- 
resy alone can sever the inner relationship once constituted 
through the ordained communication and right reception of 
the gifts of the Holy Spirit. The branch of our Church in 
Scotland, and our half-disowned brethren in America, were 
long in an outward and ecclesiastical sense divided from our 
Church ; but none who hold Catholic principles can doubt 
that they have always been spiritually one with us. More- 
over, in this ecclesiastical sense, we are ourselves more or less 
separated from the Latin and the Greek Churches, but we 
cannot acknowledge that we have forfeited that community of 
unseen blessings, which we with them have derived from our 
Lord through His Apostles, except upon a principle which 
affirms our Church to be in heresy or grievous schism, and so 
renders her unfit for our allegiance. 

But the *' Statement" contemplates an ecclesiastical as well 
as a spiritual, a visible as well as an invisible relationship. 
Assuming the substantial identity of our Articles and Book 
of Common Prayer, with the German confession and litui^y, 
it proposes to enforce the use, concurrently, of both sets of 
formularies. It requires as a duty of the existing portions of 
the Anglican Church in the East that they should acknow- 
ledge in Bishop Alexander the same centre of unity which he 
is to supply to the German Protestants. " His spiritual juris- 
diction will extend over the English clergy and congrega- 
tions," as well as over Prussian Evangelicals. And lest this 
union between the Anglican Church and the Foreign Protest- 
ants, through their respective representatives, should be in any 
sense capable of being deemed casual and local only. Bishop 
Alexander himself is recommended to the Oriental Churches 
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as " a Bishop of the United Church of England and Ireland," 
is looked to *'as the means of establishing relations of amity" 
between us and them, and the final link is perfected by his 
being declared* " subject to the Archbishop of Canterbury as 
his metropohtan." 

How then can it be doubted, that upon the basis of the 
proposed plan the Pnissian Government was justified in 
saying that ** Evangelical Christianity should present itself, 
under the protection of England and Prussia, to the Turkish 
Government, as an unity ?" And if this can be legitimately 
done by the proposed means — if an Anglican Bishop, under 
the metropolitical direction of the Primate, can enforce sub- 
scription to the Augsburg Confession concurrently with the 
thirty-nine articles, can direct the substitution of a German 
hturgy for the Book of Common Prayer, can admit German 
Protestant congregations unexamined and unconfirmed to the 
Eucharist — surely it is too much to stand trifling about words, 
and to distinguish between prospective and present unity, time 
being only to bring about the external act, not' to change a 
single principle which sanctions or forbids it. 

On the whole, then, I think it undeniable that the Prussian 
document is supported and confirmed in all material points 
by the " Statement" published by authority. And therefore 
the objections to which the former is exposed cannot be eluded 
by the latter. For the details of those objections I must 
refer my readers to what I have already written : while for a 
confirmation of the grounds on which 1 placed them the 
" Statement '' itself may be appealed to. My readers may 
remember that I was at some pains to establish, construc- 

• In other words a SufTragan of Canterbury. Episcopus Archlepiscopo seu 
Metropolita obnoxius^ is the gloss of Zaccaria on the word Suffraganeus — v. 
Onomasticon. The whole framework of the scheme described in the " State- 
ment" recognizes the Anglicanism of Bishop Alexander's position ; nor is it 
any valid objection to say, that the act of parliament, by placing his orders 
upon the same footing in this country as that on which American and Scotch 
orders now stand, implies a contrary view. The law respecting clerical inter- 
communion in general, and particularly regarding colonial orders, has, since 
the passing of the American Acts, become involved in too many perplexities 
to allow of any such inference being satisfactorily deduced from this clause 
taken alone, and in opposition to the general tenor of the scheme. 
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tively, and by analogy, the true character of Bishop Alex- 
ander's authority — the ^* Statement" considers this point too 
plain to be argued, it says unhesitatingly : ^^ His spiritual 
" jurisdiction will extend over the English clergy and con- 
" gregations, and over those who may join his Church and 
" place themselves under his Episcopal authority in Palestine, 
" and for the present in the rest of Syria, in Chaldea, Egypt, 
" and Abyssinia ; such jurisdiction being exercised^ as nearly 
** as may be, according to the laws, canons, and customs of the 
" Church of England.'' (pp. 8, 9.)* 

My readers, indeed, must not suppose that I think this 
" Statement" can make law any more than I can myself. It 
is neither a canon, nor an act of parliament, and therefore, if 
it had laid down the direct negative of the above proposition, 
the legal principles which affect this case would have moved 
on as steadily without its sanction as with it. But, as fur- 
nishing independent testimony to the construction which I 
had put upon the law, it is far from being unimportant. I 
have said that there is but one kind of spiritual jurisdiction 
implied in the act. The " Statement" speaks but of one, and 
subjects to that one all the members of Bishop Alexander's 
communion, whether Anglican or others. 

I have maintained that the jurisdiction in question must be 
exercised, as closely as local circumstances will allow, accord- 
ing to the English canons. " The Statement" goes even further ; 
for whereas I had, and still have, doubts as to the extension of 
mere temporal laws into the new diocese, it sends thither not 
only " canons," but " laws and customs," which words, I pre- 
sume, include the Acts of Uniformity and Supremacy, Cawdry's 
Case, Viner's Abridgement, tit. " Prohibition," Comyns's 
Digest, tit " Prerogative," et hoc genus omne. 

The " Statement," then, has confirmed my view of the ge- 
neral principles which govern Bishop Alexander's duties and 
liabilities. It makes the English Church responsible for his 
acts, and it subjects him to her discipline. Of this discipline 

♦ Of the power of the Bishop, with the consent of the Metropolitan, to 
frame local canons for the peculiar wants of his people, I need say no more 
than that it is of course subordinate to the general law of which the above 
passage is a declaration. 

£ 
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it is at the same time proposed that he shall violate essential 
portions. Which then is to prevail ? the law which the " State- 
ment" acknowledges, and to which it is subordinate, or the 
opposition to the law which it simultaneously contemplates? 
The ^* Statement/' indeed, does not seem to have been framed 
upon any supposition of such a conflict, and so abstains from ex- 
planations of its own inconsistency. Dr. Hook however had 
this inconsistency before him, and declares that the law must 
be maintained.^ Mr. Maurice has other thoughts, he says 
the law must yield ; let us then see upon what grounds, f 

In the constitution of the English Church he says, '^ there are 
'^ some Catholic elements which are distinct from its national 
'^ elements ; these Catholic elements must by their very nature 
^* be the ground of communion with other Christian bodies, 
^ the national elements can never form the bask of commu* 
'^ nion : they are necessary to our own existence, but it is a 
" plain Cadiolic duty not to enforce them upon others.'' 
(p. 81.) But '^ Mr. Hope's objections turn upon points where 
'' national and Catholic jurisprudence touch upon each otha^, 
^ upon the position in which a bishop of the national English 
'^ Church stands in reference to certain canons of that Church ; 
'^ upon the rules which, according to those canons, must 
" govern his intercourse with foreign Protestants ; upon the 
^' kind of terms which he must exact from those Protestfmts, 
'^ before he can consent to let them be accounted members of 
^ the English Church ; upon the impossibility of their being 

* It is curious that Dr. Hook should be cited in support of the bishopric 
generally, considering that his approbation does not extend beyond the point 
at which the practical objections which I have urged come into op^aHon. 
He layi ^tistinctly that " the first step which ^he Prussians will have to ^o, 
*< will be to conform to our Church ; that is, since we cannot leBounee our 
" Catholicism, they must become Catholics." — {ReasonSf p. 32.) What more 
have I required than this ? 

t Mr. Maurice has in some particulars misunderstood the meaning of my 
Letter. And I think it very possible that I may have made similar mistakes 
as to the sense of what he has written. If this ^ould prove to be the case, I 
am sure he will extend to me that indulgence, which, (however slight the de- 
gree in which he may have required it,) I am meat ready to allow to him. 

I take diifi opportunity of thanking him, as well as Dr. Hook and o&nen 
who hasve commeated en my Letter, for (ihe kindaess with which ihey have 
treated me. 
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** accounted members of any body, except the EngUsh Churdi, 
'' provided they* are in relation with him. All these points 
*' may be of great value and significance, but it will be a great 
'' apd serious mistake, if any person goes away with the im- 
'^ pression that they are Catholic principles, or have any thing 
" to do with Catholic principles." (p. 83.) The inference 
therefore is that my objections mMSt give way, or, at least, 
cannot, on Catholic grounds, be maintained. 

Now, supposing that for the sake of argument it be granted, 
that Mr. Maurice's view is so far correct, and that the parti- 
cular .canons and rubrics ij^hicb I have cited are not themselves 
in such a sense Catholic as to i^ender it unlawful to resign 
them for purposes of unity — What ensues? Bishop Alexander 
is subject to these laws, and has sworn to observe them, what- 
ever Uieir character may be; nay more, he has undertaken to 
administer them, and for this purpose has been commissioned 
by the Church. Allowing therefore that all these provisions 
are not in the same degree Catholic, or even that some of 
them are not CathoUc at all, does it follow that Bishop 
Alexander's obligation to observe them is not based upon 
Catholic ground ? From what part of scripture or primitive 
antiquity can it be shown, that oaths do not bind men except 
in things otherwise imperative upon conscience ; or that the 
subjection of individuals to the cominon order of the Churdi 
to which they belong, is Umited to those portions which are 
certainly Divine or Catholic ; or, lastly, that when persons aue 
deputed in the name of a Church to the performance of defi- 
nite functions according to prescribed conditions, they are at 
liberty to extend those functions and vary those conditions, 
and yet still act in the name of that Church ? 

But if there be these difficulties, even upon the supposition 
that the Umits of what Mr, Maurice calls " National and Ca- 
tholic jurisprudence" are already defined, what shall we say of 
a case in which this prehminary question is undisposed of? 
Before the Reformation, there would have been little doubt as 
to what should be considered the national portions of our 
Church syBten;!. And had a bishopric at Jerusalem been 
erected in those times by the joint efforts of En^and and 
Pcussia^ the ^^ Salisbury Use" and other liturgical and 4isci- 

e2 
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plinary rules, in which we differed from other portions of the 
Western Church, might readily have been pointed out. 

There was then a state of actual communion established 
upon general and recognised principles, and the national ele- 
ments were self-evident. But what is the case now ? At the 
Reformation, the Western Church was broken into frag* 
ments : in some cases, these sections were co-extensive with 
territorial divisions, in others they were not. But whether 
each particular communion, which then assumed a distinct 
position, could be called a national body or not, it is certain 
that nationality as such was not the exclusive, nor in most 
cases even the original, basis of the different changes which 
ensued. Gmnting that the rejection of the Papal power was, 
-in some cases, founded on (so called) national principles, can 
it be denied, that, as between Rome and the Reformed bodies 
generally, or as between various portions of those reformed 
bodies, the main differences were ecclesiastical and doctrinal, 
and that all parties professed to be chiefly occupied with 
establishing, not what was most congenial to local or generic 
feeHngs, but what was most agreeable to the law of Christ ? 

So evident was this, that while Rome rejected the reformed 
bodies in general, and that upon many grounds besides the 
denial of the Papacy, those bodies likewise lost communion 
amongst themselves; so that within the same civil district, 
speaking the same language, and sharing the same national 
feelings, there may be, and often are, religious congregations 
as widely separated from each other as if the ocean flowed 
between them. Now, in such a state of things as this, it is 
plainly obvious that the mere fact of our Church having, 
at the Reformation, been designed to be co-extensive with 
our nation, is no evidence that those things in which it 
differs from the religious communities existing within, or 
themselves comprising, foreign nations, are national as distin* 
guished from Catholic, The ground of previous communion 
is wanting on which to erect the test which is required. When 
all parties are agreed as to what constitutes Catholicity, then, 
but not till then, can there be an ascertainment of what is 
merely national. 

Mr. Maurice, indeed, is well aware of this, and therefore he 
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has propounded very eloquently and very ably his theory of 
what constitute the grounds of Catholic unity ;* and it 8eem6 
that there are others who think his theory a very good one, 
and are willing to make it their own. He admits, however, 
that there are those in the Church of England who hold a 
different view; and I think that it would require no great 
research to discover, for each of some two or three more theo- 
ries, at least as many adherents as can be reckoned for either 
of those which he mentions. 

Now, in the midst of all this, the Church of England by its 
very silence says—*' these are my laws, and if you are a true 
member of my communion you will obey them. Which of 
them are Catholic, which are merely national, you may reason 
about as you please, but I, who have imposed them on you, 
have made no such distinctions, and, if your obedience is to 
depend upon individual theories, my authority is at an end.'* 

Has the conduct of an individual under such circumstances 
nothing to do with Catholic principles ? Above all, can the 
conduct of a Prelate representing the Church of England, and 
exercising her power over his brethren, be said to find no 
guidance or control in these principles ? 

But, says Mr. Maurice further — admitting that there are 
impediments in the Canons — " I wish to know whether Mr, 
" Hope is ready to carry out this principle of literal obedience 
" to canons and statutes in all cases ? Is he prepared to say, 
" for instance, that every fellow of a college, ipsofactOf ceases 
" to be the member of a college when he commits a literal or 
'^ formal violation of its statutes?" (p. 86.) 

* It is no part of my design, and wholly unnecessary to my argument, to 
consider in detail the principles of union advocated by Mr. Maurice. The 
imsoundness of them consists, in my judgment, chiefly in this — that they rest 
upon a private theory of what constitutes the groundwork of the Church Ca- 
tholic, instead of being derived from her own acts, and from a review of the 
maxims which she has at all times and in all places received. 

I shall only add that I think Mr. Maurice by no means clears his scheme 
of the objection that it rests upon a negative. Our Lord's headship of the 
Church he does not deny to be acknowledged by the Roman Catholics. 
This doctrine then, to suit his theory, must always be held to imply a nega- 
tion of the Pope's supremacy, and it is upon this implied negation, and not 
upon the positive doctrine, that his union is practically based. 
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Now, if Mr. Maurice will turn to my letter, he will see that 
the case of ipso facto separation which I haTC put, is that 
which would hare arisen had Bishop Alexander's suffragancy 
and the obligation of the Anglican Church-constitution within 
his jurisdiction been totally repudiated^ And this, to follow 
the analogy which he suggests, would haTe been equiralent 
to the rejection of the whole body of statutes, and of the au- 
thority both of head and visitor, by a member of a college ; 
upon the supposition of which case I cannot understand his 
question being answered otherwise than in the affirmative. 

The ** Statement," however, does not allow this case t6 
arise; for it establishes the suffristgancy, and declares the gene- 
ral application of the canons. The points, therefore, to be 
considered are, what deviation from those canons is tolerated 
by the coercive jurisdictions of our Church, and whisit license 
may be allowed to a conscience really desirous to do its duty 
under them< 

Now, into this wide inquiry we need enter but a little 
way ; for, either it must be admitted that there are no injunc- 
tions of the Church of England which are binding upon her 
clergy, or the most material to this question of those which I 
have pointed out are obligatory, both in a judicial and a moral 
sense. No impossibility attends them; no inconvenience, 
which could not be foreseen when they were passed, renders 
them unreasonable ; canons, rubrics, acts of parliament, con- 
spire to enforce them ; the courts take notice of them ; cus- 
tom, "viridi observantiS.," receives, enjoins, and acts upon 
them ; the power which framed exists, and may be applied, if 
need be, to modify or repeal them. 

What matters it, then, whether the Church-law of England 
be in some cases doubtful, if here it be plain ? What, whether 
some points of it be in desuetude, if here there be a living ob- 
servance? or what skills it that there may be perplexities 
about some college statutes, or that some of the decrees of 
the Apostolic Council of Jerusalem have by the Universal 
Church been held to be of particular and limited application, 
when the Church of England, which framed these laws, acts 
upon them, and, as the interpreter of them, holds them to be 
co-extensive with her own communion? 
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From Mr. Maurice^ then^ I cannot think that Bishop Alex- 
ander derives much comfort for his conscience ; certainly be 
provides him with no legal shelter behind which to retreat. 
Indeed, this latter kind of help Mr. Maurice would evidently 
think it unworthy to resort to. He sets all lawyers at nought, 
and canonists he utterly despises. Hastily indeed, I think, and 
for the purpose of the moment only, can he have given way 
to such feelings ; for he needs not that I should tell him that 
the Church of Christ rests, not upon speculative truth alone, 
but upon the positive institutions of our Lord and his Apostles. 
Surely, then, to trace these institutions from the lowest point 
at which they come in contact with human existence, whether 
in nations or individuals, up to the highest to which our eye 
can follow them, the point of union with the unseen world in 
which they take their rise, and from which they are the 
channels of grace and truth and authority to the souls of 
men — to trace, I say, the outward and visible signs of sacra- 
ments, of polity, of discipline, up to the inward spiritual 
realities upon which they depend, which they impart and 
represent to faith, or shelter from profanation; to study the 
workings of the hidden life of the Church by those develop- 
ments, which, in all ages and countries, have been its neces- 
sary modes of access to human feeling and apprehension ; to 
systematize the results thus gained ; to learn what is univer- 
sal, what partial — what temporary, what eternal — what pre- 
sently obligatory, and wherefore; surely a science such as 
this, so noble in its subject, so important in its practical bear^ 
ings upon the unity and purity of the Church, and upon her 
relations to the temporal power, is not one of which Mr. 
Maurice would deliberately speak evil. Yet this is the sci- 
ence of the canonist. 

Granted that there have been quibbling canonists, have 
there never been trifling divines? Granted that jurists, in 
dealing with the laws of particular churches, are often forced 
into minutiae, are there in the same churches no petty details of 
dogmatic teaching ? While, on the other hand, was there 
ever a truly -great divine, who was not in part a canonist, or 
any master of ecclesiastical jurisprudence, who had not 
founded his science upon the chiefest truths of the Gospel ? 
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When, therefore, I spoke of a "conclave of divines and 
canonists," I spoke of resorting to the counsel of those^ 
within whose sphere of learning is summed up the whole 
science, as well of the Church universal, as of our branch of 
it. Was the occasion one which needed no such " solemn 
consideration?"''^ Have the results of what has been done 
proved such as to show that canonists have rightly been 
passed by? Certainly, not in the judgment of all the pro- 
moters of the scheme; for, if report speaks true, law has after 
all had tardy homage done to it. A legal power of dispensa- 
tion has been looked for ; the dicta of lawyers in favour of it 
have been quoted : acts of parliament have been searched to 
supply it. May I not then reply in the words of St. Bernard, 
" Utinam non licentiam quaesissetis sed consilium, i. e. non 
ut liceret sed an liceret." Ye had better have first gone to 
the canonists to learn what was lawful, than resort to them 
afterwards to find how you may be dispensed with for doing 
what is illegal. 

There is but one point more upon which I think it necessary 
to address any remarks to Mr. Maurice. 

He maintains strongly two principles of Church polity; 
one, the independence of National Churches ; the other, the 
direct vicegerency of Bishops under the unseen Head of the 
Church. Both these principles he considers to have been 
invaded by the Papal power, and to have been restored by 
the Reformation. Now let us apply them to the case before 
us. 



* If Mr. Maurice will turn to my Letter, he will see that I never expressed 
a desire that " free discussion" should have preceded the erection of the Bi- 
shopric. Those words were used in regard to the general state of theology 
amongst us, and even upon this head I with for free discussion only amongst 
those who are qualified and authorized to discuss. But certainly, when indi- 
viduals, even of the laity, are called upon hy insufficient authority to submit 
to the imposition of new laws, in matters affecting their ecclesiastical condition, 
they must use such means of inquiry and explanation as are within their 
reach. I may here notice what appears to me the singularly injudicious 
mode in which Mr. Maurice involves the promoters of this scheme in the 
party considerations, which alone can explain such arguments as those which 
would justify one part of the Church for breaking laws, by suggesting that 
another part is equally ready to do so. 
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The tinited Church of England and Ireland is, I presume, 
a National Church, within Mr. Maurice's meaning. Her 
Bishops are entitled to that direct vicegerency for which he 
contends. Within this Church, now consisting of four pro- 
vinces and forty-seven dioceses,* there have long existed very 
serious differences in principle ; differences which would pro- 
bably have long since doubled the sects and heresies which 
prevail around us, but for the point of union supplied by her 
peculiar constitution, and by her forms, whether doctrinal or 
liturgical. 

At this moment, perhaps, more than any other, the strength 
of the uniting principle is subjected to severe trial, there being 
at work a struggle of opinion upon questions which go to the 
very foundation of the faith, and which, decided hastily either 
way, can hardly end otherwise than in schism. 

Of the points at issue, some bear materially upon the rela- 
tions in which we stand to other reformed bodies; and though 
the opinions of some very eminent divines may be cited for a 
favourable view of the condition of foreign Protestants two 
centuries since, yet, even as regards that period, our Church 
has left it open to her members to form a different judgment, 
while the changed circumstances of those bodies in later 
times have enlarged this liberty to a degree which places it be- 
yond contradiction. The question, therefore, as far as opinion 
is concerned, may be called an open one ; but there is this 
material distinction to be observed ; the Church having passed 
no censure upon the foreign reformed bodies, individuals, who 
are favourably disposed towards them, may take advantage of 

* In this number I include the colonial dioceses as given in the Church- 
man's Almanac for 1842. The right of these dependencies to be consulted, 
in matters which afiect their interests as well as those of the Mother Church, 
is, I think, obvious, and will, I trust, be considered, when any scheme for a 
Church legislature is brought forward. In the case of this Bishopric, one 
colonial prelate, the loved and revered Bishop of New Zealand, is supposed 
by Dr. Hook to have been one of those who " devised or adopted" the 
measure. That he assisted at the consecration of Bishop Alexander is indis- 
putable ; but imder what circumstances, with what information as to the na- 
ture of the scheme, and with what concurrence in it, his attendance as a 
Suffingan on that oocadon was given, Dr. Hook should have ascertained 
more carefully, before he laid so much stress upon his authority. 
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this silence, and, if they think fit, may, as occasion serves, 
resort to their communion. But, with regard to her own 
discipline, this liberty of opinion is allowed no influence ; and 
hence those, who conceive that these foreign Protestants have 
forfeited the right of Catholic communion, are protected by 
her from all contact with them so long as they remain within 
her precinct. In short, she does not so condemn the other 
reformed communions as to prohibit their being resorted to, 
nor so allow them as to suffer her own system to be disturbed 
by them. 

This being so, and at a moment when, as I have said, the 
liberty of opinion which is allowed by the Church on this 
head is used to the utmost either way, what has been done? 
Why simply this : — A Prelate, most eminent doubtless in 
dignity, but still only the Archbishop of one out of the four 
provinces, with the concurrence, privately given, of some five 
or six out of the forty-seven bishops of our National Church, 
has directed Bishop Alexander to take such steps as will force 
a portion of that National Church, in the name of the whole, to 
receive these bodies into open and avowed communion, and has 
authorized him for that purpose to violate the laws, which by 
common consent are established amongst us, and have hitherto 
tended so beneficially to the maintenance of unity. This, I 
say, is the true sense of what has been done ; it is not a mere 
question of giving or withholding, of enforcing or dispensing 
with conditions, in order to the benefit of foreign Protestants ; 
that is but one side of the business ; its most important aspect 
for us is that presented by the circumstance, that this is an 
invasion of the spiritual freedom of the Church of England, 
an act of lordship over her — an act removing her from where 
she now stands and placing her in new relations — this act 
being done, in direct contravention of her laws, by the autho- 
rity of an unauthorized portion of her prelates. 

Where in this business will Mr. Maurice find the inde- 
pendence of our National Church ? Where the personal re- 
sponsibility of her Bishops ? His theory indeed does not 
seem to allow room for any Primacy whatever* In his zeal 
against Rome he has left no place that I can find, even for 
Canterbury. But granting that his system will admit an 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



( 69 ) 

English Primate, will it allow to him ^11 that it denies to thel 
Pope? will it grant to a few assistant Bishops that office which 
the College of Cardinals by exercising has dislocated the whole 
polity of the Church ? Are we to be told, as a matter of 
rejoicing, that the new mode of union is ** not by the way of 
Rome," while the mandate of an " Alterius orbis Papa'* dis- 
poses of the United Church of England and Ireland, as 
though it were the possession of a particular See ? Doubtless 
Mr. Maurice may say, that there is much in the present con- 
dition of our Church which will palliate such irregularities. 
The suspension of synods, the pressing haste with which 
questions are urged on, the peculiar relations which exist 
between the civil and ecclesiastical powers — are all causes 
which may excuse prelates, eminent in station, of high per- 
sonal character, and residing near the seat of Government, 
for acting in the name of the Church. But Mr. Maurice is 
too just and too well-informed not to allow that palliatives of 
the same kind originally existed for Rotne; and yet, when he 
reviews the progress and final developements of her power, 
thus innocent in its rise, he conceives of it so deep a horror 
that he cannot suggest terms of Christian unity which do not 
imply division from it> he cannot assert the positive truth of 
our blessed Saviour's headship of the Church, without at the 
same time insisting upon the negative with which he deems it 
pregnant, that negative being the rejection of the supremacy 
of Rome. 

Mr. Maurice then, I conceive, is bound to elect between that 
portion of his theory which makes him desire that an union 
with the German Protestants should be effected, and that 
other portion which condemns so absolutely the authority by 
which it is proposed to be done. Or rather let him learn, from 
the difficulties which surround him on this occasion, the lesson 
which has long since been painfully impressed upon myself; 
that it is worse than idle to impose schemes Upon a Church 
which is not allowed an opportunity of considering what they 
mean ; that it is an indignity for children to lead forth their 
parent into new paths of their own devising, while they make 
no effort and show no care to ascertain her will. 

For more than a century no Synod has been holden except 
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in form— for two^ no new body of canons has been framed. 
Meantime the national habits and modes of thought have 
been changed. Spiritual destitution has fearfully increased* 
Schisms have been extended and legalized. The Eccledas- 
Heal features of Parliament have been well nigh done away. 
The Church of Ireland has become united to that of England, 
Dependent Churches have sprung up in the colonies. Inde** 
pendent Churches are recognized in Scotland and America. 
Our Church is called upon to satisfy a thousand new wants — 
to meet a thousand unforeseen emergencies — to act without 
the state, yet in dependence on it — to extend herself without 
means — to maintain herself without authority — to enforce 
discipline without possessing it — to do all things decently 
and in order, without having a moment to collect herself, or 
to learn where she stands, or whither she is being hurried on. 

And yet, in the midst of these things, the zeal of her mem- 
bers for the most part serves but to add to her confusions. If 
her canons are obscure, they are still further perplexed by 
some isolated and hasty act of parliament, which raises as 
many difficulties as it quells. If funds are wanting to spread 
her doctrine, societies are formed to thwart her discipline. 
Every thing is done piecemeal, uncertainly, inconsistently; 
no man respects his neighbour's handywork, because every 
man thinks his own principles as good as the other's, and has 
a right to think so as long as there is no authority above 
them both. 

A Church legislature alone can hold out even a prospect of 
doing what is required ; a Church legislature alone, it seems, 
is what no steady efforts are made by churchmen to obtain. 

This scheme of Protestant union, however, is one which, if 
I mistake not, must force attention to the corporate powers of 
the Church in a way which nothing can withstand. Without 
legislative sanction of some kind, it is certain, as I conceive, 
that it cannot be honestly, that it cannot be safely, pereevered 
in. While, if this sanction be sought from Parliament without 
the previous consent of a Synod, it will be an infringement 
of the rights of the Church, such as has not been attempted 
since Parliament resisted King William in a like design in 
1689. Nay, it will be worse than the attempt then made to 
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the precise degree in which Parliament is, by its altered con- 
stitution, less fitted to deal with questions of doctrine and 
church communion now than it was then. 

If Mr. Maurice then desires that his principles of union 
should be adopted by the Church, let him first labour to pro- 
cure for the Church an opportunity to consider them. They 
are principles, whether true or false, which can be relied on 
only in the making of laws, not in determining the question 
of obedience to laws already made. And if he should think 
this delay hard to be borne, let him remember how many 
evils, not negative only, but positive, the Church from the 
same cause is already forced to endure ; let him remember 
also that the reasonings which appear to him conclusive, are 
to others wholly insufficient — that the object, which to him 
seems desirable, is by others deemed dangerous, if not fatal — 
that those who thus differ from him have the same stake in 
the Church qf England as himself — have the same right to be 
thought sincere in their love for her; and lastly, that on 
their side stand the established usages, which all are bound to 
obey ; on his, only a theory which any man who pleases may 
dispute. 

That both time and care will, indeed, be needed to effect 
that, without which neither this nor any other question can 
be fully entertained and decided by the Church, there can 
be little doubt. But though there may have been cause for 
urgent haste in placing a bishop at Jerusalem, where is the 
emergency which requires him immediately to become in- 
volved with German Protestantism ? He may be the Bishop 
of the Anglican Church in the East — her ambassador to the 
Oriental Churches — the converter of what Jews and Pagans 
he can bring under the influence of his ministry, without 
trenching upon the jurisdiction of others— while the question 
of a Protestant union, as it is altogether distinct from those 
objects in its nature, may be likewise distinguished in prac- 
tice, and reserved for the decision of a competent tribunal. 

That delay should in this respect prove fatal to the pro- 
posed union, can only be feared by its supporters on account 
of their own doubts of the soundness of their scheme. If 
they are well persuaded that the principles of the Church of 
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England and the feelings of her members do really warrant 
it—that the German people do truly desire it— that technical 
objections are the only impediment — every day will add 
strength to their cause, and render it more ripe for a favour- 
able decision. And surely a matter which has been delayed 
80 long may well bear a little more suspense. Bodies which 
for three centuries have been separated, and for more than one 
have quietly slumbered upon a scheme for union, may now 
afford to consider leisurely how that union shall be effected. 

But if, on the other hand, there be reason to believe that 
this project, when fully considered, would prove neither ac^ 
cordant with our principles, nor acceptable to the great body 
of the Church ; — That it would be equally distasteful to the 
German protestants as a community; — That it is in fact 
only a private design of a few English prelates, and of a 
Monarch, whose personal qualities I unfeignedly respect, but 
(^ whom it is no treason to say, that, though he may command 
the persons and the property of bis subjects, he can neither 
ccHitrol nor represent their religious feelings and belief ;— That 
the Germans do not care for what we have to give, while they 
deem it bigotry in us to set so high a value upon it ; — ^That we, 
on the other hand, have cause tofearthatin joining with them 
we should take into our bosom a mass of varying principles, 
amidst which so-called Reason is still waging a doubtful war 
with the first elements of the faith; — That we should be peril- 
ling our own Catholicity, by making a venture where no duty 
calls us, by coming forward to aid those who are not sensible 
that they need our help, and at any rate will make no sacrifice 
to obtain it ; — if, I say, delay be likely to convert Uie general 
ignorance which now attends this question into convictions 
such as these ; to present to us the danger of secessions from 
amongst ourselves; the probability of the merger of the " An- 
glican Church,'* now a distinctive body in the eyes of all 
Christendom, in the general tide of Protestantism, and thus 
of the destruction of that system which promises mare than 
any other to supply in God's good time the means of union 
to all, — to make us sensible that the proposed sche^me is most 
likely to mar what its promoters most desire it should effect 
— to lose us our own position witliout raising that of other 
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ProtestaDtg — ^to alienate the Greeks, by making light of what 
they think most holy — to strengthen the worst claims of the 
Papacy, by withdrawing the contrast afforded in the best fea- 
tures of Anglicanism, and thus making men think that there 
is no Catholicity where Rome is not; — surely if a few months' 
or years' delay can even be suspected of leading to such re- 
sults as these, that delay becomes not expedient (xAy, but a 
matter of paramount duty, such as none who love the Church, 
or even acknowledge her existence, can dare to oppose. 

At any rate, whatever may be the fancied inconveniences of 
the course which I urge, they are nothing compared to the iu- 
justice of the other; and I, for one at least, having been 
baptized into the Church of England as she is now constituted, 
am entitled to demand, that, before her condition is changed, 
the only authority in which I acknowledge a capacity to 
judge— that is, a free synod of the clergy of this realm— 
Bball assure me that I am suffering no loss, 

J. R, H. 

May 13, 1842. 



Since the foregoing pages were in type, the '^ Journal of 
the General Convention, 1841," of the Church in the United 
States of America, has been put into my hands. The follow- 
ing extracts bear so directly upon the subject of my argu- 
ment, that I am glad to have the opportunity of submitting 
them to my readers, in further illustration of what I have 
already stated as to the proceedings of that Church. (Letter, 
p. 32.) 

" House op Bishops. " Friday, Oct. 15, 1841. 

" Resolved, That the House of Bishops will, «n Saturday, 
the 16th of October, at one o'clock, p. m., nominate to the 
House of Clerical and Lay Deputies, a suitable person to be a 
Missionary Bishop of this Church, to exercise Episcopal func- 
tions in the Republic of Texas, and in such otiier place or 
places, out of the territory of the United States, as the House 
of Bishops may designate." 
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« Saturday, Oct. 16. 

" The hour appointed having arrived, on motion the House 
proceeded to the nomination, by ballot, of a Missionary 
Bishop for Texas ; when, after spending some time in silent 
prayer, several ballotings were had, and no election having 
been made, on motion of Bishop M'llvaine, seconded by 
Bishop Meade, it was resolved to postpone the election. 

" The hour appointed having arrived, the House proceeded 
to the nomination, by ballot, of a Missionary Bishop for 
Maryland Colony, in Liberia, and other parts of Western 
Africa, when it appeared that the Rev. John A. Vaughan, 
D.D., of New York, was duly elected. Information was 
accordingly sent to the House of Clerical and Lay Deputies. 

" On motion of Bishop M'llvaine, seconded by Bishop 
M^Coskry : 

** Resolved, That the motion for postponement, in relation 
to a Missionary Bishop for Texas, be reconsidered. 

*^ On motion of Bishop M'llvaine, seconded by Bishop 
Brownell : 

" Resolved, To rescind the resolution for postponing the 
nomination of a Missionary Bishop for Texas. 

" The House then proceeded to ballot, when, after several 
ballotings, the Rev. Nicholas H. Cobbs, of Virginia, was 
duly elected to be nominated to the House of Clerical and 
Lay Deputies, as Missionary Bishop for Texas. 



" House op Deputies. " Oct 16, 1841. 

A message from the House of Bishops was read, informing 
this House that they nominated the Rev. John A. Vaughan, 
D. D., of New York, a Missionary Bishop, to exercise Epis- 
copal functions in the Maryland Colony at Liberia, on the 
western coast of Africa, and in such other place or places, 
out of the territory of the United States, as the House of 
Bishops may designate. 
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" A message from the House of Bishops was read inform" 
ing this House that they nominated the Rev. Nicholas H. 
Cobbs, of Virginia, as a Missionary Bishop of this Church, 
to exercise Episcopal functions in the Republic of Texas. 

" Whereupon, it was moved to concur in the nomination 
of the Rev. John A. Vaughan, D. D., when the following 
substitute was, on motion, adopted : 

" Resolved, That the nomination of the Rev. John A. 
Vaughan, D. D., be the order of the day for Monday twelve 
o'clock, at noon. 

*' On motion, resolved. That the nomination of the Rev. 
Nicholas H. Cobbs be the order of the day for twelve o'clock, 
at noon, on Monday, or as soon thereafter as the first order 
of the day will admit. 

" On motion, resolved. To reconsider the vote making the 
nomination of the Rev. John A. Vaughan, D. D., the order 
of the day for Monday twelve o'clock, at noon : when the 
following resolution was offered : 

^^ Resolved, That this House having received the canonical 
nomination of the Rev. John A. Vaughan, D. D., as Bishop 
of Western Africa, this House do now proceed to the election 
of the same, to exercise Episcopal functions in the Mission- 
ary settlements of this Church in that country. 

" Whereupon, the following was offered as a substitute : 
" Resolved, That the House of Clerical and Lay Deputies 
deem it inexpedient that at this time a Bishop should be con- 
secrated for the Republic of Texas, or for the Colony of 
Maryland in Africa. 



'* House op Deputies. " Oct. 18, 1841. 

" The House then, on motion, took up the consideration 
of the resolution of Saturday evening, on the inexpediency of 
sending, at this time. Missionary Bishops to Texas and 
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Africa; whereupon it was moved and carried, to postpone 
said resolution, for the purpose of introducing the following 
substitute : 

" Resolved, That in the opinion of this House, it is not ex- 
pedient to elect a Bishop, to perform Episcopal functions in 
any place out of the territory of the United States, until the 
authority, rights, duties and responsibility of such Bishop, 
and of those ordained by him^ shall have been declared and 
established, and a mode provided, by canon or otherwise, of 
rendering them amenable to the laws of this Church. 



« Oct. 19, 1841. 

** Resolved, (the House of Bishops concurring), That a 
Joint Committee of six persons, members of each House, be 
appointed to inquire into and report to the next General Con- 
vention, within the first three days of its Session, whether 
any, and, if any, what alterations are necessary in the Canon 
intituled, *' Of Missionary Bishops" (2nd of 1838) ; and par- 
ticularly whether any constitutional or further canonical pro- 
vision is necessary in relation to the nomination or election of 
persons to be Bishops of this Church, to exercise Episcopal 
functions in any place or places out of the territory of the 
United States, on the authority and responsibility of said 
Bishops. 

^' A message was read from the House of Bishops, inform- 
ing this House that the Joint Committee on the subject of 
Missionary Bishops have reported as follows : 

** That owing to the late period of the session, it is impos- 
sible now to act upon the subject. 

(Signed) 

Alexander V. Griswold." 



The above proceedings relate to Missionary Bishops of the 
American Church ; what follows concerns the transmission 
of the Apostolical Succession to other Churches. 
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" House op Bishops. Festival of St. Luke the Evangelist, 1841. 

" The Committee appointed in relation to the question of 
the consecration of Bistops for Churches in foreign countries, 
reported as follows : — 

" The Committee appointed to consider and report whether 
any, and, if any, what alterations should be made in the form 
for the consecration of Bishops, in order to provide for the 
consecration of Bishops for Churches in foreign countries, re- 
spectfully report : That in order effectually to accomplish the 
object referred to them, there should be an addition to the 
Canons, and an alteration in the constitution. Believing, 
therefore, that this Church may, in the course of Divine Pro- 
vidence, be called on to supply foreign countries with the 
Episcopate, and that it ought to be prepared for such an 
event, the Committee propose the following resolutions : 

*' Resolved, (the House of Clerical and Lay Deputies con- 
curring), That it be made known to the several Diocesan 
Conventions, that it is proposed to alter, at the next General 
Convention, the 7th article of the constitution of this Church, 
by adding thereto the following paragraph : 

" In cases of ordination of Deacons or Priests for Churches 
in foreign countries, the declaration to be subscribed shall be 
the following ' I do believe the Holy Scriptures of the Old 
and New Testament to be the Word of God, and to contain 
all things necessary to salvation ; and I do solemnly declare 
my full and entire belief in the Apostles' and Nicene Creeds, 
and in the doctrines set forth in the Liturgy and Articles of 
Religion of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United 
States of America, and I engage to conform to such belief; 
and I do also solemnly promise to adhere to and use such form 
only of Public Worship^ the Administration of the Sacra-- 
ments, and other Mites and Ceremonies of the Church, as is 
entirely consistent in doctrine and ORDER, with that used 
in the said Protestant Episcopal Church.' 

•* Resolved, (the House of Clerical and Lay Deputies con- 
curring). That it be made known to the several Diocesan 
Conventions, that it is proposed to adopt at the next General 
Convention the following addition to the * Form of Ordaining 

f2 
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or Consecrating a Bishop/ to be inserted at the end thereof^ 
namely — 

" In case of the consecration of a Bishop for a Church in 
a foreign country, instead of the above promise of conformity 
commencing, * In the name of God, Amen,' the following 
shall be said : 

" In the name of God, Amen : I. N., chosen Bishop of , 

and now seeking consecration from the Bishops of the Pro- 
testant Episcopal Chorch in the United States of America, 
do believe the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Testa- 
ment to be the Word of God, and to contain all things neces- 
sary to salvation; and I do solemnly declare my full and 
entire belief in the Apostles' and Nicene Creeds, and in the 
doctrines set forth in the Liturgy and Articles of Religion of 
the said Church, and do promise conformity to this belief; 
and I will adhere to and use such form only of Public Wor- 
ship, the Administration of the Sacraments, and other Rites 
and Ceremonies of the Church, as is entirely consistent, in 
doctrine and order, with that used in the said Protestant 
Episcopal Church in the United States of America. So help 
me God, through Jesus Christ. 

" And in the same case, in the question beginning with the 
words, * Will you maintain and set forward,' the word * his' 
shall be used instead of the word * this.' And in the same 
case, the promise of conformity, and the questions to the 
Bishop elect, with his answers thereto, and the address to 
him immediately preceding the questions may, at the discre- 
tion of the Bishops present at the consecration, be in the 
Latin tongue. 

" The Committee respectfully propose for adoption, a 
Canon, herewith presented, entitled * Canon of the Consecra- 
tion of Bishops for Churches in Foreign Countries.' 

Benjamin T. Onderdonk, Chairman. 
T. C. Brownell. 
H. U. Onderdonk. 
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" The following is the Canon as proposed by the Com- 
mittee : — 

Canon. 
" Of the Consecration of Bishops for Churches in Foreign 

Countries. 

" Whereas this Church, as a branch of the Catholic Church 
of Christ, recognises the duty devolving on it of being ready 
to contribute what it may, in all proper ways, to the estab- 
lishment and interests of that Church ; and ought, therefore, 
to be prepared to impart the Episcopacy where it^nay be 
needed, and may be sought, on principles and under cir- 
cumstances consistent with the integrity and purity of the 
Gospel, and the maintenance of true Catholic unity, there- 
fore be it enacted as follows : 

*' Sect. 1 . Application for the consecration, in this Church, 
of a Bishop, or Bishops, for a Church in a foreign country, 
must be made to the senior Bishop, and be accompanied with 
testimonials of the pious, sober, and godly life of the person 
presented, of his soundness in the faith, of his literary and 
theological acquirements, and of his being a Priest in the 
Church of God ; and also with a particular statement of the 
authority by which he has been chosen to the Episcopate, 
and the manner and circumstances of the choice ; and of the 
doctrines, discipline, and worship of the Church, for which 
his consecration is asked. 

*' Sect. 2. Application having been made as above, the 
senior Bishop shall communicate the same, together with the 
above-mentioned testimonials and statements, to all the other 
Bishops of this Church. If a majority of the Bishops shall, 
within three months after the sending of such communication, 
signify their non-concurrence to the senior Bishop, all further 
proceedings in the premises shall cease. If such non-con- 
currence be not thus signified, the senior Bishop shall appoint 
a time and place for a meeting of the Bishops, of which at 
least two months' notice shall be given to every Bishop. 

" Sect. 3. Three or more Bishops, assembling according 
to such notice, shall be competent to deliberate and determine 
upon the case : provided that the Bishops not attending shall 
have the privilege of giving to the meeting their opinions on 
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the case by letter; and of thus signifying their votes of non- 
concurrence; and provided, further, that each vote of non- 
concurrence thus given shall be allowed, in the ultimate deci- 
sion, the same weight as if the non-concurring Bishop, or 
Bishops, were present ; so that if such non-concurring votes, 
added to those of Bishops present at the meeting, shall be the 
votes of a majority of all the Bishops, the application shall be 
refused; and provided, also,* that a majority of the Bishops 
present at the meeting may refuse the consecration, without 
any reference to the votes of the absent Bishops. 

" Sect. 4. Should there not be a non-concurrence, agree- 
ably to the last section, the Bishops present, being not less 
than three, shall be competent to decide on the testimonials 
and other documents, produced by the person whose con- 
secration is asked, and to take order for his consecration. 

" Sect. 5. If the person thus applying should not be a 
Priest in the Church of God, the question of his ordination 
as Priest, or Deacon and Priest, as the case may be, shall be 
connected with that of his consecration, in carrying into 
operation the provisions of this Canon : provided that satis- 
factory evidence be given of the candidate's possessing the 
full literary and theological qualifications required for Holy 
Orders by the Canons of this Church. 

*' Whereupon, on motion of Bishop Onderdonk, of New 
York, seconded by Bishop Kemper : 

" Resolved, That the Resolutions, as proposed by the Com- 
mittee, be adopted, and the Canon be passed, and that both 
be sent to the other House for concurrence." 



" House op Bishops. " Tuesday, October 19. 

" Resolved, That it be communicated to the several Dio- 
cesan Conventions, that it is proposed to add, at the next 
General Convention, the following Article to the Constitution : 

'^ Art. 10. Bishops may be consecrated, with the appro- 
bation of the Bishops of this Church, signified to the presiding 
Bishop, he thereupon taking order for the same, for foreign 
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countries. The evidence of the election, and of the character 
and the learning of the person or persons proposed for the 
Episcopate, and the solemnity of the consecration, shall be 
the same, as nearly as may be, in the judgment of the 
Bishops, made known to the presiding Bishop, with the 
evidence and the solemnity required and used in the case of 
Bishops elect of this Church. Such Bishops shall have no 
Episcopal authority in the United States. 

" Which Resolution, together with the proposed Article, 
were sent to the other House for concurrence." 



" House of Deputies. '< Oct. 19, 1841. 

" A message was received from the House of Bishops, in- 
forming this House that they had passed a Canon, intituled, 
* Of the Consecration of Bishops for Churches in Foreign 
Countries.' 

" Whereupon, on motion, it was resolved, That a respectful 
communication be sent to the House of Bishops, informing 
them, that in consideration of the lateness of the session, this 
House deem it impossible to enter into the due consideration 
of this Canon. 

" A message was received from the House of Bishops, in- 
forming this House that they have adopted a resolution pro- 
posing to communicate to the Diocesan Conventions an addi- 
tional article as Article 10th of the Constitution, transmitted 
with the message. 

" Whereupon, on motion, the said Resolution and Article 
were referred to the following Committee, to consider and 
report at the present session, viz. : Dr. Anthon, Dr. Upfold, 
Rev. Mr. Ball, Messrs. Jones, Jay, and Newton ; who, having 
retired, forthwith reported the following amended article as 
Article 10th, which was adopted and sent to the House of 
Bishops for concurrence: — 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



( 72 ) 

*' ' Article X. — Bishops for foreign countries, on application 
of a Church therein, may be consecrated with the approbation 
of the Bishops of this Church, or a majority of them, signified 
to the presiding Bishop ; he thereupon taking order for the 
same, and they being satisfied that the person designated for 
the office has been duly chosen and is properly quaUfied. 
The order of Consecration to be conformed, as nearly as may 
be, in the judgment of the Bishops, to the one used in this 
Church. Such Bishops, so consecrated, shall not be eligible 
to the office of Diocesan, or Assistant Bishop, in any Diocese 
in the United States, nor be entitled to a seat in the House of 
Bishops, nor exercise any Episcopal authority in said States/ 

" Whereupon a message was received from the House of 
Bishops, informing this House that they concurred in the 
proposed amendment of the 10th Article, with the following 
alteration, viz. : strike out the words, * on application of a 
Church therein,* and insert in lieu thereof the words, * on 
due application therefrom.' " 



These extracts will, if I mistake not, sufficiently convince 
my readers, that, at least in the American branches of our 
own Communion, such principles as those which are involved 
in the question of the Jerusalem Bishopric are deemed of 
sufficient moment to require the fullest legislative sanction of 
the Church ; and that the utmost care is thought necessary 
for the protection both of her doctrine and her order, in the 
progress of such new movements as she may be called upon 
to make. 

I am glad to learn, from the Journal of the same Conven- 
tion, that a Correspondence has taken place *' between the 
presiding Bishop and the Archbishop of Canterbury, and 
other Prelates of foreign Churches, with the view of regulating 
the passing of Clergymen from this Church (the American) to 
the jurisdiction of foreign Churches, and from that of foreign 
Churches to the jurisdiction of this." (p. 108, &c.) It is to 
be hoped that a synodical consideration of this most important 
question may be allowed to the Church of England, as well 
as to her sister Communions. 

J. R. H. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



( 73 ) 



APPENDIX, No. I. 



Berlu^, 16 Nov. 
Da8 £rgebnis9 der VerhaQdlungen, welche von Seiten Preussena 
gepflogen worden sind, urn fur die evangelischen Christen Deutscber 
Nation dieselben Vortheile im Tiirkischen Reicbe, namentlich in 
Palastina und Syrien, zu gewinnen, deren sich die Angeborigen der 
Lateinischen und Griechiscben Kircbe dort zu erfreuen baben» 
erregt allgemeine Theilnabme. Es bildet in der Tbat ein so inte- 
ressantes Moment der neuesten Gescbicbte, dass es wiinscbenswerth 
scheint, dasselbe durcb eine einfacbe Darlegung der Veranlassung 
und des Zwecks der Verbandlungen gegen unwillkiirlicbe Missver- 
gtandnisse zu schiitzen. 

Die Eintracbt der Grossmachte Europa's, welcber das Tiirkische 
Reipb seine Selbststandigkeit und die Welt den Frieden zu verdan- 
ken bat, bat eine Gelegenheit dar, das Loos der Deutscben evau* 
geliscben Cbristen im Orient wesentlicb zu verbessern. Diese 
Gelegenbeit, auf eine seiner politisoben Stellung wiirdige Weise zu 
benutzen^ musste Preuspen um so mebr fiir eine beilige Pflicbt 
balten, als sicb mit Wabrscbeinlicbkeit vorausseben lasst, dass dec 
grosse Umscbwung des kommer^ellen und industriellen Verkebrs 
der Nationen aucb die Verbindung Deutsober Protestanten mit dem 
Morgenlande vermebren, und wobl aucb von ibrer Seite Ansiede- 
lungen in jenen Gegenden berbeifubren wird. 

Von einem allgemeinen Standpunkte aus batte es zur Forderung 
der Wissenscbaft, des Gewerbfleisses und des Handels, imgleicben 
isur Erleicbterung des Ansiedelung vielleicbt geniigend erscbeinen 
konnen, wenn Preussen nur darauf fiedacbt genommen, alien seinen 
Unterthanen und Angeborigen, obne Unterscbied der Religion, so 
weit sie es bediirfen, sey es als Reisenden oder als Ansiedler, den 
gesetzlicben Scbutz von Personen und Eigentbum lu sicbem, 
welphen der Hattiscberif von Giilbane verbeissen bat. Allein 
gerade bei der Verfolgung dieser Zwecke ergab sicb, in wie vid 
vqrtbeilbafterer Itage der Konig sidi binsicbtlicb seiner katbolibcben 
JJntertbanen befaud, als hinsiobtlicb seiner evangeliscben. 

£s z^ig^n mh namlioh j«ne Zwecke in einen innigen Zusammen- 

G 
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hange mit gewissen kirchlichen Rechten und Freiheiten. Die 
Lateinische und Griechische Kirche stehen im Oriente als geschlos- 
sene Korperschaflen mit gemeinschafllicher Zucht und Ordnung 
auf dem Boden alter Vertrage, und haben sich in dieser ihrer 
Einheit einer Anerkennung zu erfreuen, welche die hochsten poli- 
tischen Rechte in sich schliesst. Die Griechische Kirche geniesst 
iiberdem den Schutz des Kaisers von Russland und die Lateinische 
den der Romisch-katholischen Grossmachte. Die Preussische 
Regierung braucht sich den Bestrebungen der letzteren nur an- 
zuschliessen, um alle etwa noch fortdauernden Beeintrachtigungen 
der besonderen Interessen ihrer Romisch-katholischen Unterthanen 
mit Erfolg zu beseitigen. 

Die evangelische Kirche dagegen entbehrte in der Tiirkei bis 
auf die neueste Zeit aller gesetzlichen Anerkennung. Welchem 
Staate des Festlandes konnte der Wunsch, dass derselben bei der 
gegenwartigen Weltlage ahnliche korporative Berechtigungen zu 
Theil werden mochten, naher liegen, als Preussen, welches die 
grossere Halfte sammtlicher Glieder der evangelischen Kirche 
Deutscher Nation in seinem Schoosse hegt ? Und sollte nicht auch 
die evangelische Kirche als Glied der allgemeinen Kirche Christi 
das Recht haben, auf dem Schauplatze des Ursprungs des Chris- 
tenheit ihre Bekenner zu sammeln und die evangelische Wahrheit 
frei nach ihrer Konfession und Liturgie zu verkiindigen ? 

Die Preussische Regierung durfte unter diesen Umstanden die 
Schwierigkeiten nicht scheuen, welche sich der Erreichung eines 
auch mit dem kirchlichen National-Gefiihle so innig verwebten 
Zweckes von verschiedenen Seiten her entgegenstellten. Es kam 
darauf an^ in rich tiger Wiirdigung aller beziiglichen Verhaltnisscy 
die Wege zu suchen, welche am sichersten zum Ziele fiihren konn- 
ten. Einseitige Verhandlungen mit der Pforte boten, so freundlich 
auch die gegenseitigen Beziehungen zwischen beiden Regierungen 
sich gestaltet haben, keine Aussicht auf wirklichen Erfolg. Die 
unmittelbaren Beriihrungen Preussens mit dem Morgenlande sind 
der Tiirkischen Regierung zur Zeit noch nicht fuhlbar genug. 
Die Pforte kennt Preussen nur als eine Grossmacht von Europa^ 
durch deren Eintracht mit anderen Grossmachten ihre Sicherhett 
verbiirgt wird. Anders ist das Verhaltniss Grossbritaniens zur 
Pforte. England besitzt durch seine Seemacht und durch seinen 
Handel im Oriente einen gewichtigen Einfluss. Eine Vereinbarung 
mit England, dessen Kirche nach Ursprung und Lehre mit der 
Deutsch-evangelischen innigst verwandt ist, stellte sich demnach 
als das sicherste Mittel dar, den so wichtigen Zweck zu erreichen. 
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Die zu diesem Behuf anzukniipfeDden Verhandlungen waren 
indessen von der Vorfrage abhangig, ob Grossbritanien geneigt sey, 
der Selbststandigkeit und National-Ehre der Deutsch-evangelischen 
Kirche Gerechtigkeit widerfahren zu ]assen und diese Angelegenheit 
in vollem Einverstandnisse mit Preussen nach dem festen Grund- 
satze zu behandein, dass die evangeliscbe Christenheit sicb unter 
dem Vortritte Englands und Preussens der Turkischen Regierung 
als eine Einheit darstelle und so aller Vortbeile gesetzlicher Aner- 
kennung von Seiten derselben theilhaftig werde. 

Die Schritte, welche zur Erledigung dieser Vorfrage getban 
wurden, batten den erfreub'cbsten Erfolg. Nicbt nur die Gross- 
britanische Regierung zeigte sich mit entscbiedener Zuvorkom- 
menheit bereit, auf der vorgescblagenen Grundlage der Sacbe 
naber zu treten, sondern aucb die Haupter der Engliscben Kircbe 
gingen mit warmer Tbeilnahme auf den Vorscblag ein. Man 
vereinigte sicb in der Ueberzeugung, dass die Mannigfaltigkeit des 
cbristlicben Gottesdienstes nacb Zungen und Volkern und nacb der 
Eigentbiimlichkeit nnd gescbicbtlicben Ausbildung jeder Nation, 
namentlicb in der evangeliscben Kircbe, von einer boheren Einbeit, 
dem Herrn der Kircbe selbst, getragen werde, und dass in dieser 
Einheit, auf welcbe alle Mannigfaltigkeiten sicb als ibren Mittel- 
punkt beziehen, der Grund wabrer cbristlicber Toleranz ]iege. 
Neben dieser Ueberzeugung tbeilen aber Seiner Majestat der Konig 
die religiosen National- Sympatbieen, welcbe sicb* an den Ursprung 
der Augsburgscben Konfession und an die Erinnerung der Glau- 
bensbelden der Deutscben evangeliscben Kircbe kniipfen, zu innig, 
als dass Sie dieser festen gemeinscbaftlicben Grundlage der ge- 
sammten Deutscben National-Kircbe evangeliscben Glaubens irgend 
etwas batten vergeben konnen. 

Durcb ein von diesem Geiste geleitetes, inniges Zusammenwirken 
ist nun ein besonderes Bistbum in Jerusalem gegriindet worden, an 
welcbem alle evangeliscbe Cbristen einen gemeinsamen Anbalt und 
Vereinigungspunkt, der Tiirkiscben Regierung gegeniiber und wo 
es sonst ibre Vertretung in der Einbeit einer Kircbe bedarf, finden 
konnen, dabei aber, namentlicb die Deutscben Protestanten, die 
Selbststandigkeit ibrer Kircbe in Beziebung auf ibre besondere 
Konfession und Liturgie bebaupten. Die Halfte der Unterbal- 
tungskosten dieses Bistbums bestreiten Seine Majestat der Konig 
aus AUerhochst Ibrer Dispositions-Kasse und tbeilen dagegen aucb 
das Recbt der Ernennung des Biscbofs mit der Krone England. 

Flir das kircblicbe Bediirfniss des neuen Bistbums ware auf 
diese Weise zunacbst gesorgt. Da aber eine Kircben-Gemeinachaft 
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nur in Verbindung mit dem Unterricht der Ji^end und mit 
Krankenpflege ein segensreiches Gedeihen gewinnen kann, so ist fur 
diese Zwecke nocb eine grossere Unterstiitzung von der fromroen 
Theilnahme und Mildthatigkeit evangelischer ChristeD Preussens 
und anderer Deutschen Lander zu erwarten. 

Vorziiglich wichtig ist die Griindung eines Hospitals, in welchem 
Reisende, die wissenschaflliche Forschung, kirchliches Interesse 
oder auch andere Zwecke immer zablreicher nach Jerusalem fuhren 
werden, im Falle ihrer Hiilfsbedurftigkeit Aufnabme finden konnen. 

Hierauf insbesondere bezieben sicb die nachstehenden Cirkular- 
Reskripte des Ministers der geistlichen Angelegenbeiten an die 
KonigUcben Regierungen und Konsistorien : 

Das Konigl. Konsistoriura woUe aus der abscbriftlicb bier beige- 
scblossenen Cirkular-Verfiigung an die Koniglichen Regierungen 
entnebmen, zu welcbem wicbtigen Zwecke des Konigs Majestat 
gerubt baben, eine allgemeine Kollekte in den evangeliscben 
Kircben der Monarcbie anzuordnen. Da dieser Zweck Sr. Ma- 
jestat dem Konige eben so sebr am Herzen liegt, als er mit der 
Fiirsorge fur biilfsbediirftige Glaubensgenossen zugleicb die Ebre 
und die Forderung der evangeliscben Kircbe betriffl, so wird das 
Konigl icbe Konsistorium gem Bedacbt nebmen, die Herzen der 
evangeliscben Glaubensgenossen dafur zu erwarmen. £s wird 
dieses nicbt scbwer seyn, wenn die Geistlicben erwagen, welcb' ein 
folgenreicbes Moment fur die Entwickelung der Deutscben evange- 
liscben Kircbe darin liegt, dass nacb so vielen Jabrhunderten an 
der Wiege der Cbristenbeit und an dem Grabe des Erlosers das 
Evangelium in der Konfession und mit Anwendung der Liturgie 
jener Kircbe nacb dem Muster der ersten cbristlicben Gemeinden 
frei verkiindigt werde. 

Das Koniglicbe Konsistorium bat zur Ausfabrung der Aller- 
bocbsten Absicbt eine angemessene Belebrung an sammtlicbe Su- 
perintendenten und Prediger zu erlassen und Abscbrifl davon zur 
Kenntnissnabme an das Ministerium einzusenden. Den Sonntag, 
an welcbem die Kollekte zu balten ist, bat das Koniglicbe Kon- 
sistorium zu bestimmen und die Koniglicben Regierungen der Pro- 
vinz davon in Kenntniss zu setzen. 
Berlin, den 14 November^ 184L 

Der Minister der geistlicben u. 8. w. Angelegenbeiten 

(gez.) ElCHHOBN. 

An 
sammtlicbe Koniglicbe Konsistorien. 
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Des Konigs Majestat haben die Gelegenheit AUerhochst Ihrer 
Tbeilnahme an der Erhaltung des Friedens im Orient benutzt, um 
der evangelischen Kircbe fur alle kiinftige Zeiten dieselbe geseiz- 
licbe Anerkennung in der Tiirkei zu verscbaffen, deren sicb die 
Griecbiscbe und Lateiniscbe Kircbe in jenen Gegenden langst za 
erfreuen baben. Da mit einer solcben Anerkennung kircblicber 
Selbststandigkeit die wichtigsten politischen Recbte verbunden sind^ 
deren Mangel die evangeliscben Cbristen bisber einer driickenden 
Willkiir Seitens der Tiirkiscben Lokal-Behorden preisgab, so ist 
die Woblthat^ welcbe des Konigs Majestat den evangeliscben Glau- 
bensgenossen durcb Ibren macbtigen Einfluss zu verscbafFen gesuebt 
baben, um so grosser, als, abgesehen von den vermebrten Antrieben 
wissenscbaftlicber Forscbung und kircblicber Interessen, der zU' 
nebmende Verkebr der Nationen im Ganzen kiinftig evangeliscbe 
Christen in grosserer Anzabl, als bisber, in jene Gegenden fiihren 
und wegen des erlangten Genusses politiscber Recbte vielleicbt 
aucb bedeutende Ansiedelungen daselbst veranlassen wird. Im 
Hinblick auf diese Entwickelung und Ausdebnung des Verkehrs, 
wie auf die Erleichterung der Ansiedelung, baben des Konigs Ma- 
jestat in Verbindung mit der Krone Grossbritanien bedeutende 
Opfer aus AUerhocbst Ihrer Dispositions-Kasse nicht gescbeut, 
um der evangelischen Kircbe Deutscher Nation, als der Mutter 
aller evangeliscben Bekenntnisse^ auf dem Boden des Ursprungs der 
Christenbeit eine ihrer Wiirde und ihrer Grosse angemessene Be- 
recbtigung neben der Lateiniscben und Griecbiscben Kircbe fiir 
alle Zeiten zu sicbern. Schon in der nachsten Zukunfl wird sicb 
in Jerusalem aucb fiir die Deutschen Protestanten eine Kircbe er- 
heben und ibrem Gottesdienste nacb ihrer Konfession und Liturgie 
sicb aufthun. Es bleibt aber, um diese neue Pflanzung gehorig zu 
pflegen und zu sicbern, ein wesentliches Bediirfniss iibrig, namlicb 
die Errichtung, eines Hospitals fur hiilfsbediirftige evangeliscbe 
Reisende, welcbe wissenschaftliche Forscbung, Trieb christlicher 
Erbauung, oder aucb andere Zwecke nacb Jerusalem fahren ; ferner 
die Errichtung einer Schule. In welchem innigen Zusammenbange 
diese Institute mit der kircblichen Wirksamkeit steben, bedarf 
keiner Auseinandersetzung. 

Des Konigs Majestat baben daber zu bestimmen gerubt, dass 
zur Einrichtung und Erhaltung derselben eine allgemeine KoUekte 
in den evangelischen Kircben der Preussiscben Monarchic ange- 
ordnet werde, und wird die Konigliche Regierung demgemass 
hierdurch auYgefordert, jene KoUekte anzuordnen und^die eingeben- 
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den Gelder mit Bezeichnung der Munzsorten an die General-Kasse 
des mir anvertraueten Ministeriums einzusenden. 

Wegen des zu diesem Behufe zu bestimmenden Sonntags und 
wegen naherer Anweisung der Geistlichen, in deren Kirchen-Ge- 
meinden die Kollekte zu empfehlen ist, ergeht eine besondere 
Verfiigung an das Konigliche Konsistorium. 
Berlin, den 14 November, 1841. 
Der Minister der geistlichen u. s. w. Angelegenheiten. 

(gez.) ElCHHORK. 

An 
sammtliche Konigliche Regierungen. 



Translation of the foregoing Paper. 

Beeun, 16 Not. (1841.) 
The issue of the proceedhigs which have been had on the part of 
Prussia, in order to gain the same advantages for the Evangelical 
Christians of the German Nation in the Turkish Empire— that is to 
say, in Palestine and Syria— which the members of the Latin and 
Greek Churches enjoy there, excites general interest. It forms, 
indeed, so interesting a point in recent history, that it seems desir- 
able to guard it by a plain explanation of the occasion and objects 
of the transaction against involuntary misapprehension. 

The union of the great powers of Europe, which the Turkish 
empire has to thank for its independence, and the world for peace, 
offered an opportunity of essentially improving the condition of the 
German Evangelical Christians in the East. 

The employment of this opportunity in a manner worthy of her 
political position, Prussia was so much the more bound to consider 
a holy duty, because of the probable prospect that the great revolu- 
tion in the commercial and industrial traffic of nations will both 
increase the connection of the German Protestants of the East, and 
even lead to emigrant settlements in those parts. 

From a general point of view, it would perhaps have seemed 
sufficient for the promotion of science, of manufacturing industry 
and of trade, and at the same time for the facilitation of immigra- 
tion, had Prussia confined itself to securing to all its subjects and 
dependents, without distinction of religion, according to their needs, 
whether as travellers or settlers, that legal protection of persons and 
property which the hatti-sheriff of Gulhane has promised them. It 
was, however, precisely in the prosecution of these objects that it 
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became apparent in how much more advantageous a position the 
King was placed with respect to his Cathohc than with respect to 
his Evangelical subjects. 

For the objects in question display themselves in close connec- 
tion with certain ecclesiastical rights and liberties. The Latin and 
• Greek Churches exist in the East as exclusive societies, with cor- 
porate discipline and order, on the ground of ancient contracts, and 
enjoy in this their character of unity a recognition which includes 
the highest political rights. The Greek Church enjoys, moreover, 
the protection of the Emperor of Russia, and the Latin that of the 
Roman Catholic Potentates. The Prussian Government need only 
connect itself with the endeavours of the latter, in order to remove 
all the remaining grievances which exist in respect of the special in- 
terests of its Roman Catholic subjects. 

The Evangelical Church, on the other hand, has been destitute of 
all legal recognition in Turkey up to the present moment. Which 
of the continental states could the wish, that this Church should, in 
the present position of the world, obtain a share of the like cor- 
porate privileges, more interest than Prussia, which incloses in its 
bosom the larger portion of the aggregate members of the Evange- 
lical Church of the German nation ? And ought not also the EvangC" 
Ileal Church, as a memhet* of the Universal Church of Christ, to have 
the right, upon the theatre of the origin of Christianity, to collect 
its worshippers, and to announce the Evangelical truth freely, ac- 
cording to her Confession and Liturgy ? 

The Prussian Government could not, under these circumstances, 
shrink from the difficulties which from various sides opposed them- 
selves to the attainment of a purpose so intimately intervowen with 
the ecclesiastical feelings of the nation. It was necessary, by a 
right estimate of all the relative circumstances, to ascertain the path 
which would most certainly lead to the object. Single-handed 
dealings with the Porte, in however friendly a manner the mutual 
relations between the two Governments might have been adjusted, 
offered no prospect of a practical result. The immediate contact of 
Prussia with the East is not yet sufficiently palpable to the Turkish 
Government. The Porte knows Prussia only as a great power of 
Europe, by whose union with other great powers her safety has 
been guaranteed. Very different is the relation of Great Britain 
with the Porte. England possesses, through her maritime power 
and her commerce in the East, a weighty influence. Accordingly, 
an union with England^ whose Church, by origin and doctrine, is most 
intimately akin to the German Evangelical Church, offered itself as the 
surest means of attaining so important an end. 
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The proceedings to be instituted for this purpose depended upon 
the preliminary question, whether Great Britain was inclined to 
allow justice to be done to the independence and national honour of 
the German Evangelical Church, and to treat this affair in full har- 
mony with Prussia upon the firm basis that Evangelical Christianity 
should present itself under the protection of England and Prussia to the 
Tm-kish Go/oemment as an unity ^ and thus become a partaker of all the 
advantages of legal recognition on the part of that Government, 

The steps which have been taken in order to settle this prelimi- 
nary question, have had the most gratifying result. Not only the 
Government of Great Britain showed a decided readiness to ap- 
proach the question upon the grounds proposed, but also the heads 
of the English Church entered with warm interest into the proposi- 
tion. There was an agreement in the conviction that the diversities of 
Christian worship according to tongues and races, and according to the 
peculiarities and historical development of each nation — that is to say, in 
the Evangelical Church — are upheld by a higher unity — the Lord of the 
Church himself. And that in this unity, to which all diversities refer 
themselves as to their point of junction, rests the ground of true Chris- 
Han toleration. Besides this conviction, his Majesty the King, how- 
ever, participates in the national religious sympathies, which connect 
themselves with the origin of the Augsburg Confession, and the 
memory of the heroes of faith in the German Evangelical Church, 
too sincerely ever to allow him to give up any part of this fixed 
common foundation of the United German National Church of 
Evangelical Faith. 

By means of a cordial co-operation directed by this spirit, a dis- 
tinct Bishopric has now been established in Jerusalem, in which all 
Evangelical Christians may find a common support and point of 
nnion, in the face of the Turkish Government, and in a place where 
it otherwise needed an entrance into the unity of a Church ; there- 
with, however, the German Protestants in particular vindicate the 
independence of their Church in reference to their peculiar Confes- 
sion and Liturgy. His Majesty the King furnishes half the expenses 
of the foundation of the Bishopric out of his royal privy purse, and 
shares accordingly the right of nominating the Bishop with the 
Crown of England. 

The immediate ecclesiastical necessities of the new Bishopric 
would thus have been provided for. As, however, a Church com- 
munity can only gain a richly blessed prosperity in connection with 
the education of youth and the care of the sick, there may be ex- 
pected for these purposes more extended support firom the pious 
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iDtierest and benevolence of the Evangelieal Christians of Prtnsia 
and other German countries. 

The foundation of an hospital is particularly important, in which 
travellers, whom scientific pursuits, religious interest, or any other 
aims, will continually lead to Jerusalem in increasing numbers, may 
be able to find a reception in case of their needing assistance. To 
this in particular refer the following circular rescripts of the minister 
of spiritual affairs to the Royal Governments and Consistories : 

" The Royal Consistory will gather from the enclosed copy of the 
circular order to the Royal Government for what weighty purpose 
his Royal Majesty has resolved to order a general collection in the 
Evangelical Churches of the kingdom. Inasmuch as this object 
lies near to his Majesty's heart, in proportion as it at once concerns 
the honour and the advancement of the Evangelical Churches, 
together with a provision for the needy of the same faith, the 
Royal Consistory will readily take measures to stir the hearts of 
the Evangelical believers. This will not be difficult if the clergy 
consider what an important element for the droehpment of the 
German Evangelical Church is therein included, ^nwmely, that after 
so many centuries the Gospel in the Confession, and with the use 
of the Liturgy, of that Church, according to the pattern of the first 
Christian communities, will be openly published in the cradle of 
Christianity, and at the grave of the Redeemer. 

The Royal Consistory is, in order to carry out his Majesty's 
views, to dispatch suitable instructions to all the superintendents 
and preachers, and to send a copy thereof for information to the 
Ministry. The Royal Consistory is to fix the Sunday upon which 
the collection is to be made, and to give notice thereof to the Royid 
Governments of the Province. 

Berlin, the 14th November, 1841. 

The Minister of Spiritual Affairs, 8cc. &c. 
(Signed) Eichhorn. 
To 
all the Royal Consistories. 

His Majesty has made use of the opportunity afforded by his 
participation in the maintenance of peace in the East, in order to 
secure to the Evangelical Church in all future times the same legal 
recognition in Turkey, which the Greek and Latin Churches in 
those parts have long enjoyed. Since, with such a recognition of 
Ecclesiastical independence, the most important political rights are 
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connected, the want of which has hitherto exposed Evangelical 
Christians to arbitrary oppression on the part of the local Turkish 
authorities, the benefit, which his Majesty has sought through his 
great influence to procure for Evangelical believers, is so much the 
greater from the circumstance, that, irrespective of the increased 
impulses of scientific research and Ecclesiastical interests, the greater 
intercourse which will take place among all nations will in future 
lead Evangelical Christians to those countries in greater numbers 
than at present, and, perhaps, on account of the attained enjoyment 
of political rights, will also occasion important settlements there. 
In the prospect of this development and extension of commerce, 
and also the facilitation of immigration, his Majesty, in connection 
with the Crown of Great Britain, has not hesitated to make a con- 
siderable sacrifice from his Privy Purse, in order to secure for all 
future time to the Evangelical Church of the German nation^ as the 
Mother of all Evangelical Confessions, in the land of the origin of 
Christianity^ rights commensurate to its dignity and greatness beside 
the Latin and Greek Churches. Before long a Church of German 
Protestants will rise in Jerusalem, and divine service will be per- 
formed according to her Confession and Liturgy. But in order to 
foster and secure this new settlement, an essential want remains, 
viz. the erection of an hospital for the accommodation of indigent 
Evangelical travellers, who may repair to Jerusalem for scientific 
pursuits^ from motives of Christian edification, or other objects ; 
and further, the establishment of a School. How intimately con- 
nected these institutions are with Ecclesiastical efficiency needs not 
to be explained. 

His Majesty has been pleased, for the establishment and main- 
tenance of the same, to order that a general collection be made 
throughout the Evangelical Churches of the Prussian Monarchy ; 
and the Royal government is consequently called upon to make 
arrangements for this collection, and to remit the monies received, 
together with particulars of the sums^ to the General Treasury of 
the Office entrusted to me. 

With respect to the Sunday to be appointed for this purpose, and 
the more immediate instructions to be given to the Clergy in whose 
congregations the collection is to be ordered^ an especial instruction 
is issued to the Royal Consistory. 

Berlin, 14th November, 1841. 

The Minister of Spiritual AfiTairs, &c. &c. 
(Signed) Eichhorn. 
To 
all the Royal Consistories. 
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APPENDIX, No. II. 



C.84. 



5 VICT. Cap. VI. 

An Act to amend an Act made in the Twenty-sixth Year of the Reign 
of his Majesty King George the Third, intituled ** An Act to em'- 
power the Archbishop of Canterbury, or the Archbishop of York for 
the Time being, to consecrate to the Office of a Bishop Persons being 
Subjects or Citizens of Countries out of his Majesty's Dominions.*^ 

[5th October, 1841.] 

Whereas in and by an act passed in the twenty-sixth year of the 
reign of his late Majesty King George the Third, intituled " An as Geo. s. 
Act to empower the Archbishop of Canterbury, or the Archbishop 
of York for the Time being, to consecrate to the Office of a Bishop 
Persons being Subjects or Citizens of Countries out of his Majesty's 
Dominions," after reciting that '^ there are divers persons, subjects 
or citizens of countries out of his Majesty's dominions, and inhabit- 
ing and residing within the said countries^ who profess the public 
worship of Almighty God according to the principles of the Church 
of England, and who, in order to provide a regular succession of 
ministers for the service of their Church, are desirous of having 
certain of the subjects or citizens of those countries consecrated 
Bishops according to the form of consecration of the Church of 
England,'' it is amongst other things enacted, that from and after 
the passing of the said act it should and might be lawful to and for 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, or for the Archbishop of York for 
the time being, together with such other Bishops as they should call 
to their assistance, to consecrate persons being subjects or citizens 
of countries out of his Majesty's dominions Bishops for the pur- 
poses in the said act mentioned, without the King's licence for their 
election, or the royal mandate under the great seal for their con- 
firmation and consecration, and without requiring them to take the 
oaths of allegiance and supremacy, and the oath of due obedience 
to the Archbishop for the time being : And whereas it is expedient 
to enlarge the powers given by the said Act ; be it therefore enacted 
by the Queen's most excellent Majesty, by and with the advice and 
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consent of the lords spiritual and temporal, and commons, in this 

present parliament assemhled, and by the authority of the same, 

Archbithop* that it shall and may be lawful to and for the Archbishop of Can- 

otCanieibury iaii.i ^-vri/** 

and York tcrbury, or the Archbishop of York for the time being, together 
crate Briiith with such Other Bishops as they shall call to their assistance, to 
ForeignerVto cousccratc British subjects, or the subjects or citizens of any foreign 
fa Poreiga* kingdom or state, to be Bishops in any foreign country, whether 
wUhoai7he ^"^^ foreign subjects or citizens be or be not subjects or citizens of 
^nU*foJ" '^® country in which they are to act, and without the Queen*s licence 
EiecUon, Ae. for their election, or the royal mandate under the great seal for their 
confirmation and consecration, and without requiring such of them 
as may be subjects or citizens of any foreign kingdom or state to 
take the oaths of allegiance and supremacy, and the oath of due 
obedience to the Archbishop for the time being. 
Spiritnai Jo- H* And be it further enacted, that such Bishop or Bishops so 
•och^fiuhopt. consecrated may exercise, within such limits as may from time to 
time be assigned for that purpose in such foreign countries by her 
Majesty, spiritual jurisdiction over the ministers of British congre- 
gations of the united Church of England and Ireland, and over 
such other Protestant congregations as may be desirous of placing 
themselves under his or their authority. 
ArchbUhops m« Provided always, that no person shall be consecrated a 
Ma^e»*y"8 Li^ Bishop in the manner herein provided until the Archbishop of 
Co"!;ecrtiioii, Canterbury, or the Archbishop of York for the time being, shall 
t"in iL" pft-' ^*^® ^^^^ applied for and shall have obtained her Majesty's licence, 
MB* °^ b**"^" ^y warrant under her royal signet and sign manual, authorizing and 
consecrated, empowering him to perform such consecration, and expressing the 
name of the person so to be consecrated, nor until the said Arch- 
bishop has been fully ascertained of the sufficiency of such person 
in good learning, of the soundness of his faith^ and of the purity of 
his manners. 

IV. Provided always, and be it hereby declared, that no person 
and the Per*' consccrated to thc office of a Bishop in the manner aforesaid, nor 
Trat'ed^orVr. any persou deriving his consecration from or under any Bishop so 
thi!!lff no^ to consecrated, nor any person admitted to the order of Deacon or 
EigUndor Pncst by any Bishop or Bishops so consecrated, or by the suc- 
oiherwise c^ssor or succcssors of any Bishop or Bishops so consecrated, shall 
iDEVaTSri ^® thereby enabled to exercise his office within her Majesty's do- 
Vict. c. 33. minions in England or Ireland, otherwise than according to the 
provisions of an act of the third and fourth years of her present 
Majesty, intituled " An Act to make certain Provisions and Re- 
gulations in respect to the Exercise within England and Ireland of 
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their 0£Bce by the Bishops and Clergy of the Protestant Episcopal 
Churdi in Scotland ; and also to extend such Provisions and Regu- 
lations to the Bishops and Clergy of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America ; and also to make further 
Regulations in respect to Bishops and Clergy other than those of 
the United Church of England and Ireland." 

V. Provided always, and be it further enacted that the Ardi- Arebbbhop 
bishop who so consecrates shall give to the person consecrated a ufiSite or ^^' 
certificate under his hand and seal, containing the name of the ^""^^ 
country whereof he is a subject or citizen, and the name of the 

church in which he is appointed Bishop ; and in case of such per** 
son being the subject or citizen of any foreign kingdom or state, 
then such certificate shall further mention, that he has not taken 
the said oaths, he being exempted by virtue of this act from taking 
them. 

VI. Provided always, and be it enacted, that this act may be Act may be 
amended or repealed by any act to be passed m the present session SeMion. 
of parliament. 



QUEENS LICENCE FOR CONSECRATION. 
Victoria R. 

Victoria, by the Grace of God Queen of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland, Defender of the Faith, &c., &c., &c.. 
To the Most Reverend Father in God, William, by Divine Pro- 
vidence Lord Archbishop of Canterbury, Primate of all England 
and Metropolitan, Greeting. Whereas by an Act passed in the 
Fifth Year of our Rei^, intituled '<An Act to amend an Act made 
in the Twenty-sixth Year of the Reign of His Majesty King George 
the Third, intituled * An Act to empower the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury or the Archbishop of York for the time being to conse- 
crate to the Office of a Bishop Persons being Subjects or Citizens 
of Countries out of His Majesty's Dominions,' " It was, amongst 
other things. Enacted, that it should and might be lawful for the 
Archbishop of Canterbury or the Archbishop of York for the time 
being, together with such other Bishops as they should call to their 
assistance, to consecrate British Subjects, or the Subjects or Citi- 
zens of any Foreign Kingdom or State, to be Bishops in any Foreign 
Country, whether such Foreign Subjects or Citizens be or be not 
Subjects or Citizens of the Country in which they are to act, and 
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without the Queen's Licence for their election, or the Royal Man- 
date under the Great Seal for their Confirmation and Consecration, 
and without requiring such of them as may be Subjects or Citizens 
of any Foreign Kingdom or State to take the Oaths of Allegiance 
and Supremacy and the Oath of due Obedience to the Archbishop 
for the time being : 

And whereas it is by the said Act further Enacted, that such 
Bishop or Bishops so consecrated may exercise, within such limits 
as may from time to time be assigned for that purpose in such 
Foreign Countries by Us, Spiritual Jurisdiction over the Ministers 
of British Congregations of the United Church of England and 
Ireland, and over such other Protestant Congregations as may be 
desirous of placing themselves under his or their Authority : 

And whereas it is by the said Act provided, that no person should 
be consecrated a Bishop in the manner therein provided until the 
Archbishop of Canterbury or the Archbishop of York for the time 
being should have first applied for and should have obtained our 
Licence, by Warrant under the Royal Signet and Sign Manual, 
authorizing and empowering him to perform such Consecration, and 
expressing the name of the person so to be consecrated, nor until 
the said Archbishop has been fully ascertained of the sufficiency of 
such person in good learning, of the soundness of his Faith, and of 
the purity of his manners : 

And whereas you, the said William, Archbishop of Canterbury, 
have humbly applied to us for our Licence, by Warrant under our 
Royal Signet and Sign Manual, authorizing and empowering you to 
consecrate the Reverend Michael Solomon Alexander (Clerk), a 
British Subject, to be Bishop of the United Church of England and 
Ireland in Jerusalem, You having certified to us that you had fully 
ascertained the sufficiency of the said Michael Solomon Alexander 
in good learning, the soundness of his Faith, and the purity of his 
manners, and praying that we would be graciously pleased to assign 
Syria, Chaldea, Egypt, and Abyssinia, as the limit within which the 
said Michael Solomon Alexander, might exercise Spiritual Jurisdic- 
tion over the Ministers of British Congregations of the United 
Church of England and Ireland, and over such other Protestant 
Congregations as may be desirous of placing themselves under his 
authority, subject to such alterations in respect to the limits of the 
Jurisdiction so to be exercised as may hereafter be made by our 
Authority : 

Now it is our Royal will and pleasure, and we do by this our 
Licence under our Royal Signet and Sign Manual, authorize and em- 
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power you, the said Archbishop, to consecrate the said Michael 
Solomon Alexander to be Bishop of the United Church of England 
and Ireland in Jerusalem. And we are graciously pleased to assign 
Syria, Chaldea, Egypt, and Abyssinia, as the limit within which the 
said Michael Solomon Alexander may exercise spiritual jurisdiction 
pursuant to the said Act, subject nevertheless to such alterations in 
the said limit as we from time to time may be pleased to assign. 

Given at our Court at Buckingham Palace, the sixth day 
of November, 1841, in the fifth year of our Reign. 
By Her Majesty's command, 

Aberdeen. 
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APPENDIX, No. III. 



STATEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS RELATING TO THE ESTA- 
BLISHMENT OF A BISHOPRIC OF THE UNITED CHURCH 
OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND IN JERUSALEM. Published 
BY Authority. 



An act was passed in the last session of Parliament (5 Victoria, 
cap. 6), empowering the Archbishops of Canterbury and York, 
assisted by other Bishops, to consecrate British subjects, or the 
subjects or citizens of any foreign kingdom or state, to be Bishops 
in any foreign country, and, within certain limits, to exercise spi- 
ritual jurisdiction over the ministers of British congregations of the 
United Church of England and Ireland, and over such other Pro- 
testant congregations as may be desirous of placing themselves 
under the authority of such Bishops. 

The Archbishop of Canterbury, having first consulted the Bishops 
who attended the Convocation in August last, has exercised the 
power so vested in him, by consecrating the Rev. Michael Solomon 
Alexander, a Bishop of the United Church of England and Ireland, 
to reside at Jerusalem, and to perform the duties hereinafter spe« 
cified. The Bishops assisting at the consecration were those of 
London, Rochester, and New Zealand. The appointment of a 
Bishop for Jerusalem was proposed by his Majesty the King of 
Prussia, who made it the subject of a special mission to the Queen 
of England, and of a particular communication to the Archbishop 
of Canterbury. In making this proposal, his Majesty had in view 
not only the great advantages, to be derived from its adoption, with 
reference to the conversion of the Jews; but also the spiritual 
superintendence and care of such of his own subjects as might be 
disposed to take up their abode in Palestine, and to join themselves 
to the Church so formed at Jerusalem. There is reason to expect 
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that a considerable number of German as well as English Christians 
will be attracted to the Holy Land by the influence of strong reli- 
gious feelings. 

In order to obviate the difficulty which might be occasioned by 
the want of an endowment for the bishopric, his Majesty undertook 
to make at once the munificent donation of fifteen thousand pounds 
towards that object, the annual interest of which, amounting to six 
hundred pounds, is to be paid yearly in advance, till the capital 
sum (together with that which is to be raised by subscription for 
the purpose of completing the Bishop's annual income of twelve 
hundred pounds), can be advantageously invested in land situate in 
Palestine. 

The immediate objects for which this bishopric has been founded 
will appear from the following statement. Its ultimate results 
cannot be with certainty predicted : but we may reasonably hope 
that, under the Divine blessing, it may lead the way to an essential 
unity of discipline, as well as of doctrine, between our own Church 
and the less perfectly constituted of the Protestant Churches of 
Europe, and that, too, not by the way of Rome ; while it may be 
the means of establishing relatidns of amity between the United 
Church of England and Ireland and the ancient Churches of the 
East, strengthening them against the encroachments of the See of 
Rome, and preparing the way for their purification, in some cases 
from serious errors, in others from those imperfections which now 
materially impede their efficiency as witnesses and dispensers of 
Gospel truth and grace. In the meantime, the spectacle of a 
Church, freed from those errors and imperfections, planted in the 
Holy City, and holding a pure faith in the unity of the Spirit and 
in the bond of peace, will naturally attract the notice of the Jewish 
nation throughout the world ; and will centralize, as it were, the 
desultory effi)rts which are making for their conversion. It is 
surely impossible not to recognize the hand of Providence in the 
remarkable events which have lately happened in the East, opening 
to Christians, and especially to our own nation, (so signal an instru- 
ment in bringing those events to pass,) a door for the advancement 
of the Saviour's kingdom, and for the restoration of God's ancient 
people to their spiritual birthright. 

While the Church of Rome is continually, and at this very mo- 
ment, labouring to pervert the members of the Eastern Churches, 
and to bring them under the dominion of the Pope, sparing no arts 
nor intrigues, hesitating at no misrepresentations, sowing dissension 

H 
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and disorder amongst an ill-informed people, and asserting that 
jurisdiction over them which the ancient Churches of the East have 
always strenuously resisted, the two great Protestant Powers of 
Europe will have planted a Church in the midst of them, the 
Bishop of which is specially charged not to entrench upon the spi- 
ritual rights and liberties of those Churches ; but to confine himself 
to the care of those over whom they cannot rightfully claim any 
jurisdiction : and to maintain with them a friendly intercourse of 
good offices ; assisting them, so far as they may desire such assist- 
ance, in the work of Christian education ; and presenting to their 
observation, but not forcing upon their acceptance, the pattern of 
a Church essentially scriptural in doctrine^ and apostolical in dis- 
cipline. 

The Bishop of the United Church of England and Ireland at 
Jerusalem is to be nominated alternately by the Crowns of England 
and Prussia, the Archbishop having the absolute right of veto, with 
respect to those nominated by the Prussian Crown. 

The Bishop will be subject to the Archbishop of Canterbury as 
his Metropolitan, until the local circumstances of his bishopric shall 
be such as to make it expedient, in the opinion of the Bishops of 
that United Church, to establish some other relation. 

His spiritual jurisdiction will extend over the English clergy and 
congregations, and over those who may join his Church and place 
themselves under his Episcopal authority in Palestine, and, for the 
present, in the rest of Syria, in Chaldea, Egypt, and Abyssinia ; such 
jurisdiction being exercised, as nearly as may be, according to the 
laws, canons, and customs of the Church of England ; the Bishop 
having power to frame, with the consent of the Metropolitan, par- 
ticular rules and orders for the peculiar wants of his people. His 
chief missionary care Will be directed to the conversion of the Jews, 
to their protection, and to their useful employment. 

He will establish and maintain, as far as in him lies, relations of 
Christian charity with other Churches represented at Jerusalem, 
and in particular with the orthodox Greek Church ; taking special 
care to convince them, that the Church of England does not wbh 
to disturb, or divide, or interfere with them ; but that she is ready, 
in the spirit of Christian love, to render them such offices of friend- 
ship as they may be willing to receive. 

A College is to be established at Jerusalem, under the Bishop, 
whose Chaplain will be its first Principal. Its primary object will 
be, the education of Jewish converts : but the Bishop will be au- 
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thorized to receive into it Druses and other Gentile converts : and 
if the funds of the College should he sufficient, Oriental Christians 
may be admitted : but clerical members of the orthodox Greek 
Church will be received into the College, only with the express 
consent of their spiritual superiors^ and for a subsidiary purpose. 
The religious instruction given in the College will be in strict con- 
formity with the doctrines of the United Church of England and 
Ireland, and under the superintendence and direction of the Bishop, 

Congregations, consisting of Protestants of the German tongue, 
residing within the limits of the Bishop's jurisdiction^ and willing to 
submit to it, will be under the care of German clergymen ordained 
by him for that purpose ; who will officiate in the German language, 
according to the forms of their national liturgy, compiled from the 
ancient liturgies, agreeing in all points of doctrine with the liturgy 
of the English Church, and sanctioned by the Bishop with consent 
of the Metropolitan, for the special use of those congregations : 
such liturgy to be used in the German language only. Germans, 
intended for the charge of such congregations, are to be ordained 
according to the ritual of the English Church, and to sign the Ar- 
ticles of that Church : and, in order that they may not be disqua- 
lified by the laws of Germany from officiating to German congre- 
gations, they are, before ordination, to exhibit (o the Bishop a 
certificate of their having subscribed, before some competent 
authority, the Confession of Augsburg. 

The rite of Confirmation will be administered by the Bishop to 
the catechumens of the German congregations, according to the 
form used in the English Church. 

Subjoined are copies of the Commendatory Letter, addressed by 
the Archbishop of Canterbury to the Rulers of the Greek Church, 
and of the same translated into Greek, both of which the newly 
consecrated Bishop carries with him to the East. 

London, Dec, 9, 1841. 
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LETTER COMMENDATORY FROM THE MOST REV. 
THE LORD ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY, &c. 

To the Right Reverend our Brothers in Christ, the Prelates and 
Bishops of tJie Ancient and Apostolic Churclies in Syria and the 
Countries adjacent, greeting in the Lord : 

We, William, by Divine Providence Archbishop of Canterbury, 
Primate of all England and Metropolitan, most earnestly commend 
to your brotherly love the Right Rev. Michael Solomon Alexander, 
Doctor in Divinity, whom we, being well assured of his learning 
and piety, have consecrated to the office of a Bishop of the United 
Church of England and Ireland, according to the ordinances of our 
Holy and Apostolic Church, and, having obtained the consent of 
our Sovereign Lady the Queen, have sent out to Jerusalem, with 
authority to exercise spiritual jurisdiction over the Clergy and 
Congregations of our Church, which are now, or which hereafter 
may he, established in the countries above mentioned. And in 
order to prevent any misunderstanding in regard to this our pur- 
pose, we think it right to make known to you, that we have charged 
the said Bishop our Brother not to intermeddle in any way with 
the jurisdiction of the Prelates or other Ecclesiastical Dignitaries 
bearing rule in the Churches of the East ; but to show them due 
reverence and honour ; and to be ready, on all occasions, and by all 
the means in his power, to promote a mutual interchange of re- 
spect, courtesy, and kindness. We have good reason to believe 
that our Brother is willing, and will feel himself in conscience 
bound, to follow these our instructions ; and we beseech you, in 
the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, to receive him as a Brother, 
and to assist him, as opportunity may offer, with your good offices. 

We trust that your Holinesses will accept this communication as 
a testimony of our respect and affection, and of our hearty desire 
to renew that amicable intercourse with the ancient Churches of 
the East, which has been suspended for ages, and which, if re- 
stored, may have the effect, with the blessing of God, of putting an 
end to divisions which have brought the most grievous calamities 
on the Church of Christ. 

In this hope, and with sentiments of the highest respect for 
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your Holinesses, we have affixed our archiepiscopal seal to this 
letter, written with our own hand at our Palace of Lambeth, on the 
twenty-third day of November, in the year of our Lord one thou- 
sand eight hundred and forty-one. 



TRANSLATION OF THE LETTER COMMENDATORY. 

To7j 'rraviepooTarois koA ayamjToIj h Xg»(rTw aSeX^oT^, roig *E^»a-- 
x^TTOis xoii ripofo-TcScri Tc3v Iv tJ 2ug/a xal hv roug 6(uoqoig 
;^coga*5 *£xxXi](ri6uv apy^odonv xa) afroaroXixoov, ruX/fXfto^, t)j 
Oilet frpovola 'Ap^ieTtifTKOiro^ KavTOVugloi$, iriayig t?^ 'AyyX/aj 
TJgotJTivoov xa) MijrpowoXi'n)^, Iv Kup/w ^alpuv. 

HcKTjf awovBj trvviarayitv rpf et/i^o/^ v/icDv, d^eX^ot ffepitrfxtoi Kal 
ayawriTol, &v^pa evaefiiararovt Mij^aijX loXofiwrra 'AXcJay^poi', 
iepdc BeoXoyiag cjiyyiyr^v, hr ^fieig, cjeracraircc avrov rfjv evXajSecav 
Kai kavdnyra, icai evirflBeioy KpivavrtQ, e^etporoviiffafxev eig *Ei7r/(r- 
Koirov TfJQ kv 'AyyX/9 «fai 'Iftepyiq. *¥jCKKriaiai, Kara tovq Kavovac rfjc 
avrfig &yiag ijfxwp Ka\ aTrotrrdXiKfjg 'EfCtcXiyo'iac. 'Eiovffiav ^e Xa* 
^vreg trapa rfjg vt^aar^g fifUiv BaciX/ffciyc, enifixpafiey ahrov elg 
'lepoffSXvfiaf trioTBVffavTeg avrf iwirpOTr^v irvevfiariKriy iirl iratn roig 
Trig fifieripag *EjCK\ritr(ag KXripiKoig kal Xaixdig, roigiiceT fieToiKovan, 
Kal iv TOLig bfiopoig x&paig, "Iva ^€ fiii ng 6,yvo^ rivog eveica rovrov 
Toy ad€X(p6y fipwy iiriffKOwoy ovrtag iirifiyl/afieyj yyiapH^ofitv vfxly on 
vpoffETofyLfuy ahrf /xriBafiwg iy firj^eyl wpayfiari kwi^aiyuy tJ i^ovtrlq. 
T^ KadriKovarj vfiiy roig 'f^/jntrK&jrotg, Kal roig &KXoi,g ky ry ^PX^-icf twv 
'EjCKXrfffiwy 'AvaroXiKtiy rdyfiari KaQttnSKri, pLoKKov ^k irap€')(eiy vpuv 
T^y wpotrfiKovtray rtfiilv Kal Btpavtlay, Kal irpodvfwy elyai Trdyrore Kal 
trayrl rpow^ ffTrov^dZeiy ra eig ^cXa^eX^/av, Kal crvyiideiayt Kal 6/i6^ 
yoiay ipipoyra. YleweiffpLsda fxey nepi tovtov tov ahX<l>ov ^pivjy, &n, 
tK Bvfiov, Kal ha avyd^ri<ny^ raxtra ra kyrtraXriiva v<f fi/iwy irierrtUg 
<l>vXa(,Bi * wapaxaXov/iev ^€ vpiag, ky r j> oydfiari tov Kvpiov ^/xwy 
*lriffov XpioTOv, tag d^eX^v ii^tadai ahroy, Kal yptiav ahrf kviKaipov 
wapi\€iy, 

Ueiroldafuv, ii^Xil^ol, on ^ wayiepSrrig vfxwy rijy kwiffroXrjy ravrriv 
f^iXoijipdywg Bi^erai, (og /iapTVpovaav r^y fi/ieripay eig vpiag ai/iaaiv 
Kal 0{XadeX^/ai/, Kal rj^v ky ^puv kiriirddricriy tov ayayeovcrOai Tovg 
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rfiQ iLp^alac AyciTnyc BcfffAOvg irpoQ tclq iraXaiuQ kv r^ *AvaTo\j 
*Ei:K\ri<riaQf lie iroXXwv ^^17 yeyiQy BiaXiwovtnjg* ^c &vav€OV/xiyrfQ 
Kara ftovXritriy Kal xapiv 0€ov, irtToiBafxtv laQffotoOai hy ra (r\ltr~ 
fiara, di wy ^eiy&rara hradey fi tov \pierrov '^KKKriaia. 

Tavriyv iXTTiBa txoyrec, Kal rfjy vfieripay kyuaavyriy Ik dvfwv koI 
watrji Bepairei^ trfPSfxeyoi, ri^y tn^payiZa iifiwv iLp\iewi(rKowiKily ravTr/ 
rpf kiTiOToK^ airoypa^y irpoffeBiiKafity, iy Aafi/3/;dy * mi qiafid, 
voefifipiov Ky, 
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